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PREFACE. 


Mr. CoLurer’s new edition of Shakespeare, — which 
appeared not long after my own edition, — had been 
published six months before I even looked into it. 
Heartily tired of reading and writing about varie lec- 
tiones and contested passages, I had resolved to defer 
forming any acquaintance with Mr. Collier's more re- 
cent labours till the time arrived,— if it ever came,— 
when a re-impression of my own Shakespeare should 
be called for: and I only abandoned that resolution 
on learning, from several quarters, how Mr. Collier had 
assailed me throughout the whole book. 

Besides bringing against me in his Preface sundry 
charges which are utterly false, Mr. Collier has over 
and over again, when speaking of me in his Notes, had 
recourse to such artful misrepresentation as, I believe, 
was never before practised, except by the most unprin- 
cipled hirelings of the press. I do not make this state- 
ment unadvisedly: let Mr. Collier, —who is fond of 
addressing the public about himself and his grievances, 


—gainsay it if he can:—he may, indeed, attempt to 
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excuse his false charges on the miserable plea that “he 
wrote in haste, without sufficient inquiry,” &c., &c.; 
but the proofs which I have adduced of his deliberate 
misrepresentation are too strong to admit of even an 
attempt to invalidate them. 

Nor, in attacking me, has Mr. Collier confined him- 
self to my remarks on his former edition and on the 
performances of his Ms. Corrector. He has hunted 
through many volumes of early English dramatists 
which I edited at different periods of my life (some of 
them dated as far back as 1828); and wherever he 
could detect what he conceived to be an error, he has 
drawn it from its lurking-place with great parade,— 
nay, sometimes (regardless how far he might disfigure 
the page of Shakespeare) he has introduced a note for 
the express purpose of exhibiting it. As the early 
dramatists in question amount to above two dozen 
volumes, and, with the exception of Marlowe and of 
Beaumont and Fletcher, were edited by me, for the 
first time, from the very corrupt old copies, it was 
hardly to be expected that they should not occasion- 
ally afford Mr. Collier opportunities of gratifying his 
malice by pointing out mistakes and oversights: but 
it happens also, that frequently, in his hyper-acuteness, 
he has discovered faults where none exist, and, rival- 
ling the Ms. Corrector, has boldly substituted his own 
ridiculous emendations for the genuine language of the 
poets. 


Though a portion of the following sheets is occu- 
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pied with observations on a few (comparatively, a very 
few) of the many startling things in Mr. Collier’s new 
text of Shakespeare,—those observations are to be 
considered by the reader as & raeéeyw ; the main ob- 


ject of this little work being to expose the ungentle- 


manly treatment which I have received at the hands 
of one who seems to take a pleasure in proclaiming that 


he was once my friend. 


A. DYCE. 


ERRATA. 


P. 32, last line, and p. 33, fourth line, for “ Lupus” read ‘* Lopus.” 
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Vou. I. (of Mr. Collier’s Shakespeare, 1858). 


PREFACE. 

P. xv., note. 

*“*T have already mentioned Mr. Singer’s corrected folio, 1632, and 
its various welcome concurrences with my corr. fo. 1632; but the Rev. 
Mr. Dyce, as if to disparage my volume, sometimes puts in a claim for 
emendations in Mr, Singer’s folio not borne out by the fact: I will only 
trouble the reader with one instance, and it applies to a passage in 
‘Henry IV. Part II.,’ A. i. sc. 2, where Falstaff says, 


‘And so both the degrees prevent my curses,’ 


as the words have been invariably printed from 1623 to 1857. What, 
then, is the emendation in my corr. fo. 1632? This :— 


*‘ And so both the diseases prevent my curses ;’ 


a change that even Mr. Dyce could not refuse; and what is his note 
upon it? ‘The old copies (says he) have ‘the degrees prevent,’ from 
which it seems impossible to elicit a tolerable sense. The two Ms. cor- 
rectors— Mr. Collier’s and Mr. Singer’s—(‘the Percy and the Douglas 
both together’) agree in the reading which I have adopted,’ viz. diseases. 
This is a total mistake: Mr. Singer’s Ms. corrector makes no such pro- 
posal; and Mr. Singer, in his ‘Shakespeare,’ vol. v. p. 179, actually 
retains ‘degrees’ in his text, observing in his note,—‘ It has been pro- 
posed to change degrees to diseases. But there is wit in speaking of a 
diseased sinner graduating in honours.’” 


The “ ToTaL MISTAKE” with which Mr. Collier has here so 
rashly charged me is wholly his own. It is true that Mr. 
Singer, when he came to reedit Shakespeare, was content 
with the old reading, “ degrees :’? but let us hear what he had 
previously written on the passage in his Shakespeare Vindi- 
cated, p.. 112; 
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“The substitution [by Mr. Collier’s Ms. Corrector] of 
diseases for degrees in Falstafi’s speech is a good and legiti- 
mate correction; WHICH HAS ALSO BEEN MADE IN MY COPY OF 


THE SECOND FOLIO.” 


Pp xv., note, 

“TJ may just add, that if the reader will take the trouble to turn to 
‘Troilus and Cressida,’ A. iii. sc. 3, he will notice another striking proof 
of the same species of detraction, where ‘ mirror’d’ has always been mis- 
printed married, until the change was brought forward in my corr. fo. 
1632: Mr. Singer’s Ms. corrector says nothing about it, although the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce, I dare say inadvertently, states the contrary.” 


Another “rortaL mistaKE” on the part of Mr. Collier. 
In his Shakespeare Vindicated, p. 198, Mr. Singer writes as 
follows ; 

“The substitution of mirrored for ‘married,’ so evidently 
required by the sense in the lines— 

‘For speculation turns not to itself 
Till it hath travell’d, and is married there 
Where it may see itself,’ 


HAD NOT ESCAPED THE CORRECTOR OF MY SECOND FOLIO, who 
has taken considerable pains with the corrupt text of this 
play, but I should think a hint for this emendation will be 
found somewhere in print, and that both correctors have 
availed themselves of it.” 


P. xvi. Mr. Collier, after some remarks on Mr. Singer’s 
note upon the line in King John, act v. sc. 4, 


“ Unthread the rude eye of rebellion,” 
returns (p. xvi.) to me: 


‘Mr. Dyce does not attempt to say one word about the old corrupt 
text of ‘unthread the rude eye of rebellion,’ and the true language of 
Shakespeare, we may be sure, is what I have printed, Vol. iii. p. 200: 


‘Fly, noble English ; you are bought and sold : 
Untread the road-way of rebellion, 
And welcome home again discarded faith.’ 


This is one of the cases in which Mr. Dyce did not run the risk of 
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noticing the emendation, lest in the first place he should have to correct 
his friend Mr. Singer’s mistake, and secondly, and more importantly, 
lest his readers should chance to ask, ‘ Why did you not adopt such an 
easy, probable, and sensible emendation ? ” 


The truth is, I noticed neither Theobald’s nor the Ms. 
Corrector’s alteration of the line, because the following pass- 
ages of Shakespeare render it very doubtful if any alteration 
is necessary ; 

‘Even when the navel of the state was touch’d, 
They would not thread the gates,” de. 
Coriolanus, act ili. se. 1. 
“Thus out of season, threading dark-ey’d night.” 
King Lear, act ii. se. 1. 
‘Tt is as hard to come as for a camel 


To thread the postern of a needle’s eye.” 
Richard IT. act v. se. 5. 


Malone, ad J., observes; ‘Our author is not always careful 
that the epithet which he applies to a figurative term should 
answer on both sides. Rude is applicable to rebellion, but 
not to eye. He means, in fact,—the eye of rude rebellion.” 
And a recent very accomplished editor of Shakespeare, Mr. 
Staunton, concludes his defence of the old reading thus ; 
“Moreover, the original spelling is unthred, and it is remark- 
able, that in the folio, 1628, thread, which occurs many times, 
is invariably spelt thred, whilst tread is always exhibited in 
its present form.” 


P. xix., note. 


“In ‘The Taming of the Shrew,’ A. iii. sc. 2, Biondello introduces a 
part of an old ballad, which, until my time, had been invariably printed 
and read as prose: the Rev. Mr. Dyce gives it as verse, without a word. 
In ‘Troilus and Cressida,’ A. iii. sc. 2, for the first time I printed, 
‘Love’s thrice-repured nectar’ for ‘thrice-reputed,’ as it has always 
stood; and Mr. Dyce adopts it in silence. In the same way, in ‘The 
Merchant of Venice,’ A. iii. sc. 1, I materially altered the entrance of 
Tubal; so does Mr. Dyce, without a syllable to show from whence he 
procured the change.” 


On turning to the two editions of Shakespeare which lie 
nearest my hand, Theobald’s of 1740, and the Variorum of 
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1821, I find in The Taming of the Shrew, act i. sc. 2, the 
following arrangement ; 


“ Bion. Nay, by St. Jamy, I hold you a penny, 
A horse and a man is more than one, and yet not many.” 


So much for Mr. Collier’s assertion that “until his time” the 
speech of Biondello “had been invariably printed and read as 
prose.’ —In Troilus and Cressida, act 11. sc. 2, the lection 
“ thrice-repured nectar’ was obtained by Mr. Collier from a 
copy of the Ato, 1609, belonging to the Duke of Devonshire : 
and, in conformity to the plan laid down for my edition, I 
“adopted it in silence,’ because 1t was nof a conjectural 
emendation, but a reading warranted by an early copy.—As 
to my neglecting to say “a syllable’ about Mr. Collier’s hay- 
ing “materially altered the entrance of Tubal,’—the charge 
is ludicrous. Mr. Collier, who has examined my Shakespeare 
so minutely, could not fail to see what pains I have bestowed 
throughout on the proper location of the entrances and exits : 
and does he seriously imagine that for such a triflmg change 
as that in question I was indebted to him? N.B. “The en- 
trance of Tubal” is marked in its right place in the acting 
copies of The Merchant of Venice,—several of which were 
printed long before Mr. Collier was born :—I1 now quote from 
Cumberland’s sixpenny edition ; 


‘© Sal. Here comes another of the tribe: a third cannot be 
match’d, unless the devil himself turn Jew. 
[Haeunt Solamio and Salarino, Rlight}. 


Enter Tusat, L{eft}. 
Shy. | Running to meet him]. How now, Tubal, what news from 
Genoa,” Xe. 


P. xxi. Here Mr. Collier does not scruple to print, rrom 
A PRIVATE LETTER, what I happened to write to him about 
the Notes and Emendations, soon after the appearance of that 
volume; a proceeding the more unjustifiable because he is 
quite aware that [ subsequently found reason to think less 
favourably, on the whole, of the Ms. Corrector than I did at 
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first: —but it appears, both from his Preface and from his 
Notes, that Mr. Collier is no longer under the restraint of any 
thing like delicacy of feeling. 


Po xxiv. 


‘‘Tt would not be easy to point out a stronger or a stranger instance 
of the manner in which the Rev. Mr. Dyce consents rather to injure 
his text than to owe an obligation to my corrected folio, 1632, than 
is to be met with in ‘The Merry Wives of Windsor,’ A. v. sc. 2, where 
every syllable of a page and a half is in rhyme, excepting a single line, 
which single line is made by the old annotator to jingle, like all the 
rest, by the smallest possible change, little more than altering ‘leap’ 
to ‘leapt,’ which change Mr. Dyce can repudiate for no other reason, 
but because it comes to him recommended by an unwelcome authority. 
The folio, 1623, has it thus :-— 


‘Cricket, to Windsor chimneys shalt thou leap ; 
Where fires thou find’st unrak’d and hearths unswept, 
There pinch the maids,’ &e. 
For between forty and fifty lines together the rhyme is invariable, and 
the change, in order to restore the rhyme, is so direct and facile, that 
we may be sure that the first line quoted above has been corrupted 
in the press. The remedy, though never seen, is as ‘plain as way to 
parish church,’ and the old corrector points it out :— 
‘Cricket, to Windsor chimneys when thow’st leapt, 
Where fires thou find’st unrak’d and hearths unswept, 
There pinch the maids,’ &e. 
Can any body doubt that ‘leap’ of the old copies ought to be leapt ? 
Yes; the Rev. Mr. Dyce denies it, if he do not doubt it; for he tells us 
in a note what the Ms. corrector proposes, and yet without the slightest 
reason assigned (for how could he assign one 2) he reprints the old blun- 
der, and seems just as well satisfied with rejecting what Shakespeare 
must have written, as if he had himself recovered a portion of the lost 
language of the poet: this, too, merely that it might not be said, that 
he admitted the existence of one more ‘particle of gold.’ ” 


The importance which Mr. Collier here attaches to the 
alteration of “leap” to “leapt” is to be accounted for only 
by his delusion about the merits of his Ms. Corrector; since 
not even the dullest critic, who might have wished to intro- 
duce a rhyme into the passage, could possibly have missed 
hitting on the alteration ‘leapt,’ —it must have occurred 
to him instantaneously. But the Ms. Corrector, besides 
altering “leap” to “leapt,” substitutes, in the same line, 
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“when thou'st” for “ shalt thou; which change, though Mr. 
Collier calls it “the smallest possible,” appears to me a very 
violent as well as a rather awkward one. I therefore did 
what I would do again if I were to reprint my edition of 
Shakespeare,—TI retained the old text, with the following 
note ; 

“The Ms. Corrector gives, for the rhyme, ‘when thow’st 
leapt, &c. (I may notice that the quarto [1602], though 
very different from the folio throughout this scene, has, in a 
speech assigned to Sir Hugh,— 

‘And when you finde a slut that lies a sleepe, 
And all her dishes foule, and roome vnswept,’ é&e.)” 


Nor am I singular in rejecting the Ms. Corrector’s “when 
thou’st leapt :” two recent editors have also rejected it, Mr. 
Halliwell and Mr. Staunton, —who consequently ought to 
have come in for a share of the indignation which Mr. Collier 
pours out on me alone. 


Py xxvii: 


“For the same sort of reason it may be supposed, that he [Mr. Dyce] 
has an antipathy to the old corrector’s aspirate, and declines to read in 
* King Lear,’ A. ii. sc. 4, 

‘To be a comrade with the wolf, and howl 


Necessity’s sharp pinch,’ 


because in one of Beaumont and Fletcher’s plays (‘The Custom of the 
Country,’ A.i. sc. 2), he allowed the laughable cockneyism me high to 
stand instead of ‘my eye.’” 

There can be no stronger proof of Mr. Collier’s downright 
infatuation than his blindness to the glaring absurdity of “ the 
old corrector’s aspirate,” —to the insanity of changing 

“To be a comrade with the wolf and owl,— 
Necessity’s sharp pinch,” 
to 
“To be a comrade with the wolf, and howl 
Necessity’s sharp pinch,”— 


an alteration which will inevitably be treated by every future 
editor with the intense contempt it deserves. 
The passage of Beaumont and Fletcher’s Custom of the 


VOL. 1.] OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 7 


Country, in which, according to Mr. Collier, I “allowed a 
laughable cockneyism to stand,” is this ; 
“Clod. . . .~- Now fetch your daughter ; 
And bid the coy wench put on all her beauties, 
All her enticements; out-blush damask roses, 
And dim the breaking east with her bright crystals. 
I am all on fire ; away! 
Char. And I am frozen. [Lait with Servants. 


Enter Zenocia with bow and quiver, an arrow bent ; after her, 
ARNOLDO and RUTILIO, armed. 
Zen. Come fearless on. 
Rut. Nay, an I budge from thee, 
Beat me with dirty sticks. 
Clod. What masque is this ? 
What pretty fancy to provoke me high ?” &c.,— 


and I have no hesitation in asserting that the old reading, 
“provoke me high’ (i.e. excite me highly—“ high” being 
used adverbially), is what the poet really wrote; and that 
Mr. Collhier’s 

“ What pretty fancy to provoke my eye ?” 


is as preposterous an emendation as ever entered into the 
brain of a verbal critic. How could the “#yx” of Clodio be 
provoked (i.e. excited)? has the eye a moral feeling ? 


exes, 

‘His [Mr. Dyce’s] memory is not quite as oblivious as Mr. Singer's, 
but still I could adduce many instances, in every one of his six vo- 
lumes, in which, while he carefully appropriates emendations recorded 
in my corrected folio, 1632, he utterly forgets to let any body know 
from whence he procured them. Iam tired of quoting examples, and, 
as Iam afraid the reader may be in the same predicament, I will only 
trouble him with a very short one. I go no farther than Mr. Dyce’s first 
volume, ‘ Measure for Measure,’ A. v. sc. 1, where this speech is put into 
the mouth of Angelo in every copy of the play from the folio, 1623, to 
our own day :— 


‘Hark, how the villain would close, now, after his treasonable abuses.’ 


Such has been the invariable text, and nobody, that I know of, has 
thought of questioning it; but it is an undoubted blunder, and the 
alteration in the corrected folio, 1632, makes the passage run thus :— 


‘Hark, how the villain would g/oz, now, after his treasonable abuses.’ 
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Can this be wrong? certainly not : even the Rev. Mr. Dyce says so, and 
silently purloins (of course I only use the word etymologically) the word 
‘gloze,’ which has always hitherto been close, from the corrected folio, 
1632. Surely, this is most unfair; and it is so unfair, that it astonishes 
me how the Rev. Mr. Dyce could be guilty of it. I cannot be mistaken 
on the point, and I have looked at it again and again; but as it stands, 
he appears to abuse my book, and to sneer at the maker of its Ms. 
notes, and me, on every possible occasion, yet, when he happens to 
want a ‘particle of gold’ (here only a ‘ particle’) he picks the old cor- 
rector’s pocket with the most practised dexterity.” 

Of the above intemperate language concerning his “ quon- 
dam friend of more than twenty years” Mr. Collier will per- 
haps feel not a little ashamed when I inform him, that the 


emendation, 


“ Hark, how the villain would gloze, now, after his treasonable 
abuses,” — 
which emendation Mr. Collier did not publish till 1853,*— 
WAS ORIGINALLY PRINTED, ABOUT TWO YEARS EARLIER, BY Mr. 
Haxiiwe x, from a Ms. correction in a copy of the third 
folio,+ in a note ad 1. to Tallis’s Shakespeare, the Numbers of 
which I took in as they successively appeared.{ Indeed, to 
any one who carefully considers the passage it is an obvious 
enough emendation: Mr. Grant White (Shakespeare's Scho- 
lar, &c., p. 172) never imagined that he was not proposing it 
for the first time, when in a note on the passage he observed, 
“Why ‘close’? The word is plainly, in my judgment, a 
misprint for ‘gloze,”? &c.; and long before Mr. Collier’s 
Ms. Corrector was heard of, or before Messrs. Halliwell and 
Grant White were known as critics, I had altered “ close” to 
“ gloze’’ in my copy of the Variorum Shakespeare. 


Pp. xxx-li. Next, in the catalogue of my offences as 
drawn up by Mr. Collier, are my borrowing, without notice, 


* In his one-volume Shakespeare. 

+ Formerly in the possession of Mr. Dent. 

{ The Numbers of Tallis’s Shakespeare are not dated.—Mr. Halliwell ob- 
serves to me; “I cannot exactly tell the date of the Number of Tallis’s 
Shakespeare which contains Measure for Measure; but the first Number that 
I did was published in October 1850, and the whole of the Comedies were com- 
pleted in 1851.” 
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from the Ms. Corrector the stage-direction ‘‘ Giving it” in 
Measure for Measure, act i. sc. 1,—the stage-direction “ Re- 
sumes his robe,’ in The Tempest, act i. sc. 2,— and my tacitly 
following the Ms. Corrector in Coriolanus, act 11. sc. 2, where 
he places a stage-direction a few lines later than it used to 
stand. ‘'To these three instances of my dishonesty Mr. Collier 
devotes three whole pages, —not choosing to remember that 
editors seldom or ever think it necessary to indicate the 
sources from which they derive such minutiae. 


P. xxxiv., note. 


‘‘We have a specimen of the mode in which the Rev. Mr. Dyce 
would improve the text of Shakespeare in the opening of ‘ The Taming 
of the Shrew,’ where he declares in favour of ‘ 7ash Merriman’ instead 
of ‘Brach Merriman.’ To trash a dog was unquestionably to put a rope, 
strap, or clog upon him, and the object of it was to prevent his hunting 
too fast, and outstripping the other hounds; but here nothing of the 
sort could be intended for two very obvious reasons, though they do not 
appear to have occurred to Mr. Dyce; viz. first, that the Lord was at this 
time returning from the chase, and next, that ‘ Brach Merriman, the poor 
cur, was embossed,’ z.e. foaming at the mouth from over fatigue. The 
hunt for the day was done, and Merriman could therefore not need 
restraining ; still less because the ‘poor cur’ was already exhausted: 
his weariness trashed him quite sufficiently. In his satisfaction at the 
supposed emendation, Mr. Dyce has quite forgotten to attend to the 
context.” 


The passage in the Induction to The Taming of the Shrew 
is this— 
‘“ Horns winded. Enter a Lord from hunting, with Huntsmen and 
Servants. 
Lord. Huntsman, I charge thee, tender well my hounds : 
Brach Merriman,—the poor cur is emboss’d ; 
And couple Clowder with the deep-mouth’d brach.” 


That “ Brach” in the first line is a misprint (occasioned most 
probably by the recurrence of the word in the next line) ad- 
mits of no doubt; for the sentence is imperfect,—the Lord 
bidding his huntsman “couple Clowder with the deep-mouth’d 
brach,” and yet not telling him what is to be done to “ noor” 
Merriman. Hanmer printed “Leech Merriman ;” Johnson 


proposed “ Bathe Merriman ;” and the Rev. J. Mitford 
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would read “ Breathe Merriman.” None of these emenda- 
tions can be right: and, notwithstanding the contempt with 
which Mr. Collier regards it, I continue to think that “ Trash 
Merriman” is the genuine lection. As Clowder was to be 
coupled with the deep-mouthed brach, so Merriman was to be 
trashed, to prevent his running about and snuffing on his way 
home, which high-spirited dogs will do, even when greatly 
fatigued.-I communicated the conjecture “ Trash” to Mr. 
Singer, who has adopted it in his new edition of Shakespeare 
(but without mentioning that he owed it to me). 


Pp. xxxvi. vul., note. 
‘¢T subjoin the following in a note, only because it has reference to 
an excellent emendation in ‘ Midsummer-Night’s Dream,’ A. iii. sc. 2, 
where Hermia absurdly asks, in the old copies (and as Mr. Dyce re- 
peats), ‘ What news, my love ? instead of ‘ What means my love?’ The 
change of news to ‘means’ in the corr. fo. 1632 is confirmed by a very 
similar misprint in Marlowe and Nash’s ‘ Dido, Queen of Carthage,’ 
A. iii. (edit. Dyce, ii. p. 398), where the heroine offers to refit the 
Trojan ships, and re-clothe the mariners, if Aineas will but stay behind, 
‘and allow Achates to proceed to Italy in his stead: she says, 
‘For ballas empty Dido’s treasury : 
Take what you will, but leave Adneas here. 
Achates, thou shalt be so meanly clad, 
That sea-born nymphs shall swarm about thy ships,’ Wc. 
Now, it is acknowledged on all hands that ‘meanly’ must be an error, 
and various suggestions, indeed all but the right, have been made to 
amend it. The fact is, that as in ‘Midsummer-Night’s Dream,’ news is 
a misprint for ‘means,’ so in ‘ Dido’ meanly is a misprint for ‘newly :’ 
read 
‘ Achates, thou shalt be so newly clad,’ 
and the difficulty is at an end : the ships were to be refitted, and Achates, 
throwing aside his old weather-worn dress, was to be ‘ so newly clad’ in 
splendid habiliments, that the sea-born nymphs would swarm about his 
ships in admiration,” &c. 
The passage in Midsummer-Night’s Dream, act iii. sc. 2, 
runs thus ; 


“ Her. What, can you do me greater harm than hate ? 
Hate me! wherefore? O me! what news, ny love ? 
Am not I Hermia? are not you Lysander ?” &e. ; 


and though I would not deny that the Ms. Corrector’s altera- 
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tion “ what means my love?” is far from improbable, I still 
think that a passage in The Taming of the Shrew, act i. sc. 1 
(which was first adduced by me to illustrate the present one, 
in the Add. and Corr. to my ed. of Shakespeare) renders it 
doubtful: im that scene Lucentio exchanges dress with his 
servant Tranio: presently Lucentio’s other servant, Biondello, 
enters, and exclaims in great surprise,— 


“ Master, has my fellow Tranio stolen your clothes ? 
Or you stolen his? or both? pray, what’s the news ?” 


In Tranio’s speech the words ‘‘ what’s the news?” are mani- 
festly a sort of proverbial expression, equivalent to— what 
novelty is this? and in Hermia’s speech “what news 2”? may 
be a variation of that expression. 

With respect to the corruption in the passage of Dido, I 
have only to say, that Mr. Collier’s attempt to amend it is 
singularly unhappy. In that jomt-production of Marlowe 
and Nash there is occasionally some poverty of language, but 
assuredly it contains nothing so utterly feeble as 


“ Achates, thou shalt be so newly clad, 
That sea-born nymphs shall swarm about thy ships,” We. 


HISTORY OF THE ENGLISH STAGE, &c. 


P. 82, note. Mr. Collier, taking occasion to observe that 
in my ed. of Greene’s Works I have allowed undoubted blun- 
ders of the text to remain, 


‘¢We will,” he says, “ point out only one, as a specimen, from the 
commencement of ‘Orlando Furioso,’ where the poet mentions certain 
ships ‘ which Brandimart rebated from his coast.’ Now, surely, it is as 
clear as day that ‘ rebated’ ought to be rebutted, i.e. drove back, a sense 
in which it occurs in the chronicler Hall, speaking of rebutting invaders 
by sea, and in other authorities. The same obvious error is repeated in 
a subsequent part of the same play (p. 34), where it is said, 

‘This is the city of great Babylon, 
Where proud Darius was rebated from.’ 


Darius was rebutted, or driven back, from Babylon, not ‘rebated,’ which 
merely means blunted,” &c. 
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In neither of these passages is there any error: Greene 
(like some of his contemporaries) used rebate in the sense of 
beat back (which is its proper sense,—Fr. rebattre) : so again 
in the opening speech of another play,—A Looking-glass for 
London and England,—he has ; 

« And now t’ enlarge the highness of my power, 
I have made Judea’s monarch flee the field, 
And beat proud Jeroboam from his holds, 
Winning from Cades to Samaria : 
Great Jewry’s God, that foil’d stout Benhadab, 
Could not rebate the strength that Rasni brought,” &c. 


LIFE OF SHAKESPEARE. 


P. 89, note. Mr. Collier concludes a notice of the poem 
Salmacis and Hermaphroditus as follows ; 

‘‘ The Rev. Mr. Dyce, in his edit. of ‘Beaumont and Fletcher,’ 1846, 
Vol. xi. p. 441, merely reprinted Blaicklock’s impression, observing that 
he had never seen the earlier copy of 1602; but it is in the Bodleian 
Library, and it was reprinted in its original state by the Shakespeare 
Society. Mr. Dyce inadvertently perpetuates the grossest blunders.”’ 

Mr. Collier is perfectly well aware why I “merely re- 
printed Blaicklock’s impression :’?—he has frequently heard 
me regret that I missed the use of the Oxford copy of ed. 1602, 
by looking for it, in the Bodleian Catalogue, only under the 
head of “ Beaumont,” and not knowing that it stands there, 
improperly enough, under the head of ‘ Poemata.”? Soon 
after the xi vol. of my Beaumont and Fletcher was pub- 
lished, I learned that Mr. Collier possessed a copy of ed. 
1602; and he offered me the loan of it: but the time had 
gone by when I could benefit by it. Mr. Collier then re- 
printed it in The Shakespeare Society’s Papers, carefully 
pointing out its superiority to the edition which I had fol- 
lowed. 

When Mr. Collier writes that the edition of 1602 “is in 
the Bodleian Library, anv it was reprinted in its original state 
by the Shakespeare Society,” the reader could hardly fail to 
conclude that it was reprinted by the Shakespeare Society 
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before | reprinted the edition of Blaicklock, and that, in my 
indifference about correctness, I was content with the text of 
Blaicklock, though a better one was within my reach. 


SUPPLEMENTAL NOTES. 


P. 261. 
“¢ Webster, in his ‘ White Devil,’ 1612 (edit. Dyce, i. 77), uses the 
word co-meddled. .... How could the rev. editor, just above it, print 


‘Oh, horrible salary /’ What sense can there be in it, and to what 
can ‘salary’ refer? The speaker is alluding to the cruelty practised in 
Italy, where ‘they sell justice with those weights they press men to 
death with,’ and contrasting it with the practice in England, exclaiming, 
‘Oh, horrible slavery /’ as regards the condition of people in Italy.” 


To enable Mr. Collier to write what I have just quoted, 
there was certainly required such confidence as few mortals 
possess ; for he himself edited The White Devil in the sixth 
volume of the last edition of Dodsley’s Old Plays, and, though 
he added to it sundry notes signed C., he did not even suggest 
the correction which he is now surprised that I should have 
failed to make ! 


P. 262. Here, under the words from The Tempest, act iv. 
sc. 1, “and thy brown groves” (the Ms. Corrector’s reading 
for ‘‘ and thy broom-groves”), Mr. Collier says ; 

‘¢ When Spenser, in his Pastorals, speaks of ‘the budded brooms,’ 
nobody can suppose (unless it be the Rev. A. Dyce) that he means 
‘broom groves.’ ”’ 

This foolish and impertinent remark is to be explained, I 
suppose, by my having quoted in my Shakespeare, ad l., the 
note of Steevens concerning the great height to which broom 
sometimes grows; a note which ought to have deterred Mr. 
Collier from altering the text.—On “ broom-groves” Mr. 
Staunton well observes: ‘‘ Hanmer changes this to ‘ brown 
groves,’ as does Mr. Collier’s annotator; and a more unhappy 
alteration can hardly be conceived, since it at once destroys 
the point of the allusion: yellow, the colour of the broom, 
being supposed especially congenial to the lass-lorn and dis- 
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missed bachelor. Thus Burton, in his ‘Anatomy of Melan- 
choly,’ Part ii. Sec. 2,—‘ So long as we are wooers, and may 
kiss and coll at our pleasure, nothing is so sweet; we are in 
heaven, as we think: but when we are once tied, and have 
lost our liberty, marriage is an hell: give me my yellow hose 


again.’ ”” 


P. 265. 

‘There is a remarkable proof of its popularity [i. e. the popularity 
of the story of The Merchant of Venice] in the work of a rival dramatist, 
Webster: it is in his ‘ White Devil’ (printed in 1612, but when first 
acted is uncertain), where Vittoria, on her trial, makes a reference to 
the heroine of Shakespeare’s ‘Merchant of Venice,’ and complains that 
she is 

‘So intangled in a cursed accusation, 
That my defence, of force, like Portia’s, 
Must personate masculine virtue.’ 


In the original editions ‘ Portia’s’ is misprinted Perseus, but the Rev. 
Mr. Mitford suggested the excellent emendation, which the Rev. Mr. 
Dyce (i. p. 65) was too timid to adopt, though he had the courage to 
print nonsense.” 


Mr. Mitford’s conjecture, though Mr. Collier pronounces 
it “excellent,” I believe to be unquestionably wrong. Apart 
from the extreme improbability that Webster would make 
Vittoria allude to a character in The Merchant of Venice,— 
the passage itself shows that neither Shakespeare’s Portia, 
nor (as I suggested in my sec. ed. of Webster) Portia, the 
wife of Brutus, is the personage in question. Whoever that 
personage may have been, she, like Vittoria, had to offer a 
“ defence” against some heavy “ accusation”? under which she 
laboured.—As to the expression “ masculine virtue,” I may 
notice that Heywood, in the Fifth Book of his Various His- 
torie concerninge Women, p. 224, ed. 1624, treats “ Of warlike 
Women and those of Masculine vertue ;” but nothing is found 
there which throws any light on the speech of Vittoria. 


P. 276. Mr. Collier, having printed in Hamlet, act ii. 
sc. 2, “he walks for hours together’? (the Ms. Corrector’s 
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alteration) instead of “he walks four hours together,” now 
adds to his note on that passage ; 

“The same probable misprint of fowr for ‘for’ is contained in Web- 
ster’s ‘Duchess of Malfi,’ act iv. (edit. Dyce, i. 260), where Bosola is 
giving to Ferdinand a description of the demeanour of the heroine : 

‘She will muse four hours together,’ &c. 
This ought most likely to be ‘for hours ;’ but Mr. Dyce prints ‘four 
hours.’ ” 

Mr. Collier reasons very oddly. Since the old copies of 
Hamlet agree in having “ four hours,” and since the old copies 
of The Duchess of Malfi have “four hours’ also, surely the 
inference is, that “four hours” is the right reading in both 
tragedies.—Compare The Winter’s Tale, act v. sc. 2, “ Ay, 
and have been so any time these four hours ;’”’ and King Lear, 


act 1. sc. 2: 
“ Hdm. Spake you with him ? 


Edg. Ay, two hours together.” 


(For these examples I am indebted to Malone’s note on the 
passage of Hamlet.) 


P. 278. Here Mr. Collier adduces from Antony and Cleo- 
patra, act 1. sc. 2, “ Perform ’t, or else we damn thee,” that he 
may have an opportunity of remarking that 

‘In * The Battle of Alcazar,’ (Dyce’s Peele’s Works, ii. 96) we meet 
with ‘damn’ misprinted for doom :— 


‘Thunder from heaven, damn wretched men to death.’ ” 


The passage of Antony and Cleopatra, where “ damn’’ 
undoubtedly means—condemn to death, ought to have shown 
Mr. Collier that “damn” in the passage of Peele was not to 
be meddled with: but Mr. Collier’s note on the former pass- 
age decisively proves that he does not understand it: 

‘The corr. fo. 1632,” he says, ‘falters ‘damn’ to doom; and 
although ‘damw’ certainly sounds rather coarsely in the mouth of Cleo- 
patra, and would have done so even in the time of Shakespeare, yet we 
make no change, recollecting that the heroine, in other places, some- 
times errs on the score of delicacy, and that ‘damn’ is the more expres- 
sive word, which the poet, on that very account, may have preferred,” 
&e., 

—than which nothing can be more exquisitely ridiculous. 
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P. 279. Mr. Collier, having adopted, in Cymbeline, act u. 
sc. 5, the Ms. Corrector’s reading, “ Like a full-acorn’d boar, 
a foaming one,” now defends it thus: 

‘6 Tn Webster’s ‘Cure for a Cuckold,’ A. iv. sc. 1 (edit. Dyce, il. Sou}, 
there is a passage which gives support to the alteration of Jarmen on to 
‘foaming one,’ where Compass, the sailor, is putting a case in his own 
favour, as regards the possession of the fruit of his wife’s adultery : ‘your 
boar comes foaming into my ground, jumbles with my sow.’ This is 
exactly what was in the mind of Posthumus, a full-acorned boar, foam- 
ing at the mouth, and mounting. Mr. Dyce must have forgotten this.” 

If I had recollected the passage in Webster’s Cure for a 
Cuckold, and fifty other passages to boot in which “ foaming 
boars” are mentioned, I should still have thought that the 
Ms. Corrector’s alteration was entirely wrong. Since in Lhe 
Sec. Part of Henry IV., act ii. sc. 1, the quarto of 1600 has 
“the Jarman [i.e. German] hunting in water-worke,” &c., I 
am perfectly convinced that “a Jarmen on” is (as Rowe saw) 
the old spelling for “a German one.’—Germany has always 
been celebrated for wild boars: in some of its forests wild 
boars of a large size still abound. 


P. 279. Mr. Collier, having altered, at his Corrector’s bid- 
ding, “ princely fellows” to “ princely followers” in Cymbeline, 
act iii. sc. 4, here remarks on that alteration ; 

‘“‘ Bxactly the same misprint has been allowed to remain in Webster’s 
‘Appius and Virginia,’ A. i. sc. 3 (edit. Dyce, ii. 153), where Claudius 
ought to say, 

‘it fits not 
That any petty follower wag’d by us 
Should have a tongue sound here,’ &c. 


The misprint for ‘follower’ is fellow. ‘ Princely /eldows’ is mere tauto- 


logy—‘ princely princes.’” 


The passage in Cyméeline, according to the old reading, is; 
; | «“ And thou, Posthumus, [thou ?] that didst set up 
My disobedience ’gainst the king my father, 
And make me put into contempt the suits 
Of princely fellows, shalt hereafter find,” &c.,— 


where the Ms. Corrector, not perceiving that “ fellows’ meant 
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“those of the same rank with myself,” introduced his wanton 
alteration. Mr. Collier ad J. tells us that “followers” is 
suitors : but may we not say of “the suits of princely suitors,” 
that it is, what Mr. Collier says above of the old text, “ mere 
tautology” ? 

Equally wanton is the change which Mr. Collier would 
make in the passage of Webster. 


THE TEMPEST. 
P. 60,—act 11. se. 3. 
“*¢ Avz. You are three men of sin, whom destiny 

(That hath to instrument this lower world, 

And what is in’t) the never-surfeited sea 

Hath caused to belch up, and on this island 

Where man doth not inhabit,’ &e. 
Hath caused to belch up, and on this island,| The first, second, and 
third folios read, ‘Have caus’d to belch up you,’ and the fourth folio 
alters ‘up you’ to ‘you up.’ It seems clear that you is too much for 
the sense, verse, and grammatical construction, and we have omitted it, 
because we think it crept into the old text by mere inadvertence.” 


The old text,— 


‘“ Hath caus’d to belch up you, and on this island 
Where men,” &e. 


is perfectly right, according to a phraseology far from unfre- 
quent in Shakespeare’s time: compare ; 


‘and then I lost 
(All mine own folly) the society, 
Amity too, of your brave father, whom, 
Though bearing misery, I desire my life, 
Once more to look on him.” 
Winter’s Tale, act v. sc. 1. 
“Thou shalt not remove thy neighbour’s landmark, which they 
of old time have set in thine inheritance, which thou shalt inherit 
in the land that the Lord thy God giveth thee to possess 7t.” 
Deuteronomy, chap. xix. 14. 


And what does Mr. Collier mean by asserting that ‘‘ you’ 
is too much for the verse”? When he throws it out, he is 
C 
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forced to alter the monosyllable <“equs’d? to “caused” in 


order to complete the metre. 
We may the more wonder that Mr. Collier should have 


persevered in vitiating the text of this speech, because, since 
the appearance of his first edition, it had been cited by Mr. 
Halliwell, with the remark, “that the duplication of the pro- 
noun is the rule, not the exception, in particular constructions 
in Elizabethan grammar.” Preface to Karl Simrock’s Re- 
marks on the Plots of Shakespeare’s Plays, p. X. 


P. 67,—act iv. sc. 1. In his note on the line, 
“So rare a wonder’d father, and a wife,” 


Mr. Collier, having mentioned Middleton’s Spanish Gipsy, 
proceeds to lament 


‘‘That the editor [Mr. Dyce] has allowed various faults to disfigure 
his text of that play: for instance on p. 109 we have ‘last fortunes’ for 
‘ Jost fortunes ;’ on p. 113 we have ‘float’ for flood; on p. 114 we have 
‘a temption’ for temptation, the a having been misplaced; on p. 152 
‘jests’ ought to be gests; on p. 155 ‘weakness’ ought to be wishes ; on 
p. 196 ‘rage’ of the old copies ought to be rags; on p. 198 ‘misery’ 
ought to be mystery, &c.” 


As to “ float,’— 
“that it did not 
More check my rash attempt than draw to ebb 
The float of those desires,” &c.,— 


it is perfectly right: but Mr. Collier has an aversion to the 


substantive “ float ;” for in The Tempest, act 1. sc. 2, he very 
rashly alters, with his Ms. Corrector, 


« And are upon the Mediterranean float,” 
to 
‘¢ And all upon the Mediterranean float,” 


though he admits that “ float?’ or “ flote” occurs as a substan- 
tive in early writers. 

As to “temption” (for which, as I have mentioned in 
my note, the editor of 1816 substituted “ temptation”), | am 
much mistaken if I have not met with the word elsewhere : 
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and it has found a place in Mr. Halliwell’s Dict. of Arch. and 
Prov. Words. 
As to ‘jests,’— 


“The jester that so late arriv’d at court, 
And there was welcome for his country’s sake, 
By importunity of some friends, it seems, 
Had borrow’d from the gentleman of your horse 
The backing of your mettled Barbary; 
On which being mounted, whilst a number gaz’d 
To hear what jests he could perform on horseback,” &c.,— 


even allowing that “ests” is used with a sort of quibble 
(“gests”), the impropriety of altering the spelling, and 
printing — as Mr. Collier would have us do —“unar what 
gests,” must be obvious to the reader. 
As to “age,” which I substituted for “rage’’ of the old 
coples,— 
(Ale ete a could wish 
For one hour’s space I could pluck back from time 
But thirty of my years, that in my fall 
Thou might’st deserve report : now if thou conquer’st, 
Thou canst not triumph, l’m half dead already, 
Yet Pl not start a foot. 
Louis. Breathes there a spirit 
In such a heap of age ?”— 


the alteration is one of several important changes made with 
a pen in my copy of the first 4to, by some early possessor, 
who, as he has also occasionally inserted additions to the text, 
had, in all probability, seen a manuscript of the play. The 
editor of 1816, like Mr. Collier, altered “rage” to “rags ;” 
but see the context; and compare, in The Old Law, by Mas- 
singer, Middleton, and W. Rowley, 
“Take hence that pile of years.” 
Act 11. se. 1. 


P. 75,—act v. se. 1. 


**¢ Noble Gonzalo, honourable man, 
Mine eyes, even sociable to the flow of thine, 
Fall fellowly drops.’ 


‘Noble’ and ‘flow’ are from the corr. fo. 1632, and, we may be con- 
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fident, are restorations of the poet’s language. Why was Prospero to 
call Gonzalo holy, as the epithet stands in the folios? he was ‘noble’ and 
‘honourable,’ but in no respect holy: the error of show for ‘ flow’ is also 
transparent, and must have been occasioned chiefly by the mistake of 
the long s for f: Gonzalo was weeping, and the eyes of Prospero, ‘s0- 
ciable to the flow’ of those of Gonzalo, shed companionable tears.” 
Here I cannot do better than cite Mr. Staunton’s note 
ad l. from his ed. of The Tempest, just published: “In his 
- anxiety to sustain the changes proposed by his annotator, Mr. 
Collier appears to have forgotten two or three facts which 
militate very strongly against them. In the first place, the 
word ‘ holy,’ in Shakespeare’s time, besides its ordinary mean- 
ing of godly, sanctified, and the like, signified also pure, just, 
righteous, &c.: in this sense, Leontes, in ‘The Winter’s Tale,’ 
Act v. Se. 1, speaks of Polixenes as ‘ holy,’— 


‘You have a holy father, 
A graceful gentleman.’ 


In the next place, the old text has ‘shew,’ not show; and, 
thirdly, the misprint, if there were one, could not have been 
occasioned chiefly by the mistake of the long s for f, seeing 
the sh of ‘ show’ in old typography formed a single character, 
fh, which was far less likely to be confounded with the type 
which represented ‘f1’—4, than the single long s with f-” 
I may add, that in The Two Gentlemen of Verona, act iv. 
sc. 2, we have the epithet holy applied to Silvia, a young lady 
no more remarkable for piety than her neighbours ; 


“ Who is Silvia? what is she, 
That all our swains commend her ? 
* Holy, fair, and wise is she,” &e, 


P. 76,—act v. se. 1. 
“<< Where the bee sucks, there suck I: 
In a cowslip’s bell I lie ; 
} There I couch. When owls do cry, 
On the bat’s back I do fly 
After summer, merrily : 
Merrily, merrily, shall I live now, 
Under the blossom that hangs on the bough.’ 


There I coucu.| So the folios, 1623 and 1632: the third folio first 
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substituted crowch. In the original there is no point after ‘couch ;’ but 
it seems necessary, and was inserted by Malone. Modern critics have 
differed widely as to the proper punctuation, and the Rev. Mr. Dyce, 
after devoting two entire pages to the matter, adds his own punctuation, 
which represents Ariel as couching in the cowslip’s bell at night, when, 
in fact, he was on the bat’s back, as he himself tells us: he was flying 
‘on the bat’s back’ at the time ‘ when owls do cry.’” 


The punctuation which I long ago recommended (Re- 
marks, &c. p. 9), and which, with the exception of Mr. Col- 
her, the more recent editors have adopted, is as follows ; 


““ Where the bee sucks, there suck I: 
In a cowslip’s bell I lie ; 
There I couch when owls do cry. 
On the bat’s back I do fly 
After summer merrily. 
Merrily, merrily shall I live now 
Under the blossom that hangs on the bough.” — 


What Mr. Collier says in his note about my “representing 
Ariel as couching,” &c. &c. &c., does not deserve any reply. 


P. 77,—act v. sc. 1. 
‘“¢¢ Thy dukedom I resign ; and do entreat 


Thou pardon me thy wrongs.’ 


The old text has been ‘ pardon me my wrongs,’ but it ought to be, as in 
the corr. fo. 1632, ‘ pardon me thy wrongs,’ i.e. the wrongs that I have 
done to thee.” 

A rash and ignorant alteration. Here Shakespeare un- 
doubtedly wrote “ pardon me my wrongs,” i.e. “the wrongs 
done by me to thee ;”” just as he wrote, earlier in this scene, 


“Though with ther high wrongs [i.e. the high wrongs done 
by them to me] I am struck to the quick, 
Yet, with my nobler reason, ’gainst my fury 
Do I take part.” 


Aud still earlier in this scene, 
“all prisoners, sir, 
In the line-grove which weather-fends your cell ; 
They cannot budge till your release [i. e. till the release of 
them by you].” 
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So too in King Lear, act iv. sc. 2; 


‘twas he inform’d against him ; 

And quit the house on purpose, that their punishment i.e. 
the punishment inflicted by Cornwall and Regan on 
Gloster] 

Might have the freer course.” 


P. 79,—act v. sc. I. 
“© <¢ The entrance of the Cell opens, and discovers FERDINAND and 


Mrranpa playing at chess.’ 


The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘Few Notes,’ p. 16) refers to a similar ‘ disco- 
very’ in ‘The Devil’s Charter,’ 1607, by B. Barnes, just as if it were a 
rarity. These discoveries were common. .... Mr. Dyce must have en- 
tirely forgotten the ‘ discovery’ of ‘Henry VIII.’ in A. ii. sc. 2, and many 
others.” 


The dishonesty of this note! Mr. Collier conceals the 
very reason why I pointed out the “discovery” in Barnes’s 
play, viz. because in it two young people are discovered play- 
ing at cards, just as in The Tempest Ferdinand and Miranda 
are discovered playing at chess :—Czsar Borgia, after taking 
Katherine prisoner, and making her believe that he had put 
to death her two sons, says,— 


“Come hither, Katherine, wonder of thy sex, 
The grace of all Italian womanhood, 
Ceesar shall neuer prooue dishonourable : 
Behold thy children liuing in my tent. 
He discoureth his Tent, where her two sonnes were at 
Cardes.” The Divils Charter, sig. I. 


THE TWO GENTLEMEN OF VERONA. 


act 11. sc. 4. 


1s ee 
“¢¢ Duke. Know you Don Antonio, your countryman ? 
Val. Ay, my good lord; I know the gentleman 
To be of wealth and worthy estimation, 
And not without desert so well reputed. 
Duke. Hath he not a son ? 
Val. Ay, my good lord; a son, that well deserves 


VOL. I. | OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 23 


The honour and regard of such a father. 
Duke. You know him well? 
Val. I knew him, as myself; for from our infancy 
We have convers’d,’ &c. 

To be of wEautH and worthy estimation, | The folios have worth for ‘ wealth ; 
but worth is mere tautology, for how could Don Antonio be 

‘And not without desert so well reputed,’ 
if he were not of worth? Valentine first refers to Antonio’s ‘ wealth,’ 
and then to his worth and estimation. The same misprint, only of the 
superlative degree, is committed in Fletcher’s ‘Mad Lover,’ A. v. sc. 4 
(edit. Dyce, vi. 210), where Memnon exclaims, 


‘You have given me here a treasure to enrich me, 
Would make the wealthiest king alive a beggar.’ 


The Rev. Mr. Dyce allows worthiest to remain in the text, instead of 
‘ wealthiest,’ which the context shows must have been the poet’s word : it 
was not ‘the worthiest king alive,’ but the ‘ wealthiest king alive,’ who 
was to be made a beggar in comparison with the treasure given to the 
hero. The correction is too obvious to need enforcement, and the wonder 
is that no editor ever saw the imperative demand for alteration. Mr. 
Dyce is no more to blame than all who have gone before him. See also 
‘Twelfth-Night,’ A, iii. sc. 3, Vol. ii. p. 691.” 


The passage in Twelfth-Night, act ii. sc. 3, to which 
Mr. Collier refers at the end of the above note is— 
“But, were my worth, as is my conscience, firm, 
You should find better dealing ; 


39 


and he remarks on it, ad 1. ; 


‘* Here ‘ worth’ is altered to wealth in the corr. fo. 1632; and we 
should have placed the emendation in our text, had it not been easy to 
suppose that Sebastian refers to what he is ‘worth,’—another mode of 
speaking of his wealth.” 


Now, it is not a little strange that Mr. Collier, who so de- 
liberately rejects the Ms. Corrector’s alteration of “worth” to 
“wealth” in Twelfth-Night, should yet thrust the very same 
alteration into The Two Gentlemen of Verona, and, moreover, 
with the utmost boldness, pronounce “ worthiest” in Fletcher’s 
Mad Lover to be a misprint for “ wealthiest.””—That the three 
passages are right as exhibited in the old copies is certain : our 
early writers frequently use ‘‘ worth” in the sense of “ sub- 
stance,” “wealth,” and “ worthy’? m that of “substantial,” 
“ wealthy :’— 
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“They are but beggars that can count their worth ; 
But my true love is grown to such excess, 
I cannot sum up half my sum of wealth.” 
Romeo and Juliet, act ii. se. 6. 
“and is, in sooth, 

Such as the satirist points truly forth, 
That only to his crimes owes all his worth.” 

B. Jonson’s Cynthia’s Revels, act iil. se. 2. 


(‘The satirist is Juvenal— 


“ Criminibus debent hortos, preetoria, mensas, 
Argentum vetus, et stantem extra pocula caprum.” 
Sat. i. 75.) 
“This is the life of the Prigger, who trauailes vp and downe 
the whole kingdome vpon his geldings of 20 and 40 pound price, 
and is taken for a man of good worth by his outward shew,” &c. 
Dekker’s Belman of London, sig. G 2, ed. 1608. 
“They call him Dorilas ; and boasts himself 
To have a worthy feeding.” Winter’s Tale, act iv. se. 3. 


From the Preface to my friend the late Sidney Walker’s 
Shakespeare’s Versification, &c., p. xxi., I learn that he too 
conjectured,— 

“To be of wealth and worthy estimation,” &c.,— 
not being aware that the word which he threw out from the 
text was synonymous with the one he inserted :—to the repe- 
tition “ worth and worthy” —which is quite in Shakespeare’s 
manner—he could not have objected. 

In the last of Valentine’s speeches quoted above, Mr. 
Collier leaves a decided error,— 

h “‘T knew him, as myself,” &e. ; 
which ought to stand, 


“T know him as myself,” &e. 


(Compare the preceding “ Know you” and “I know.’’) 


P, 118,—act 11. se. 4. 


°¢ Re-enter THURIO. 
+ * 3 * * * Sk * 


[Lxeunt Sttvia, Tuurto, and Sprep.” 
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On the impropriety of marking here, with the old eds., 
the reentrance of Thurio, and the absurdity of making Speed 
(Valentine’s servant) accompany Silvia and Thurio, when they 
go out to the Duke,—see my note ad I. 


P. 115,—act u. se. 4. 
** “the summer-smelling flower,’ &c. 


i.e. The flower that gives fragrance in summer. This is the emenda- 
tion in the corr. fo. 1632 for ‘ summer-swedling’ of the old copies: w and 
m were often confounded by old printers.” 


Here the following note of Steevens ought to have weighed 
more with Mr. Collier than the authority of the Ms. Cor- 
rector: “I once thought that our poet had written swmmer- 
smelling ; but the epithet which stands in the text I have since 
met with in the translation of Lucan, by Sir Arthur Gorges, 
1614, b. viii. p. 354: 

‘no Roman should 
Come neare to Nyle’s Pelusian mould, 
But shun that sommer-swelling shore ’ 


The original is $ - ripasque estate tumentes,’ 1. 827. ‘The 
summer-swelling flower is the flower which swells in summer, 
till it expands itself into bloom.” Steevens might have added 
that “summer-swelling” is a far finer and more striking 
epithet than summer-smelling.” 


P. 118,-—act ii. se. 5. 


‘<¢ Taunce. Why, I tell thee, I care not though he burn himself in 
love, if thou wilt go with me to the ale-house: if not, thou art an 
Hebrew, a Jew, and not worth the name of a Christian.’ 


‘‘This passage has been misunderstood from defective pointing: 
instead of a period after ‘love,’ as in the old copies, we ought to placea 
comma, the meaning being that Launce does not care whether Valentine 
burn himself in love or not, if Speed will but go to the ale-house with 
him. This reading renders the word so, inserted in the second folio, 
and subsequently adopted by all the commentators, unnecessary. We do 
not, of course, dispute the point, argued somewhat at large by the Rev. 
Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ p. 10), that so often occurs in Shakespeare ; but 
we cannot agree in his logic, that our text is ‘dislocated’ because we 
make a sentence continuous, that has hitherto been divided.” 
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From the above note no reader could possibly discover in 
what part of this speech the second folio inserts “so:” I 
therefore subjoin the whole as it stands in that folio, and as, 

I maintain, it ought to stand in every edition ; 


“ Launce. Why, I tell thee, I care not though he burn himself 
Pit in love. If thou wilt go with me to the ale-house, so ; if not, thou 
| art an Hebrew, a Jew, and not worth the name of a Christian.” 


P. 122,—act 11. se. 7. 
<¢<To furnish me upon my longing journey.’ 


The corr. fo. 1632 here gives an emendation, which we do not adopt, 
because the old text may very well stand as it is: the proposed change 
is toving for ‘longing.’ .... « There is an instance of the misprint 
of ‘loving’ for Laving in ‘ The Knight of the Burning Pestle’ (Hdit. Dyce, 
ii. p. 179), where Jasper is made to say, 

‘ And let me loving live or losing die ;’ 
instead of 

‘ And let me having live, or losing die.’ 


The opposition being between having and ‘ losing’ the object of his affec- 
tions, but the error has always been allowed to pass. The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce is content to reprint M. Mason’s absurd note, that ‘loving here 

means possessing her I love,’ neither of them perceiving that having is 
the word required.” 


The folly of Mr. Collier’s alteration, “ having live,” be- 
comes evident the moment the line is read in connection with 
what precedes it ; 

“Hope, where art thou fled % 
Tell me, if thou be’st any where remaining, 
Shall I but see my love again? Oh, no! 
She will not deign to look upon her butcher, 
i} Nor is it fit she should ; yet I must venture. 
O Chance, or Fortune, or whate’er thou art, 
That men adore for powerful, hear my cry, 
And let me loving live, or losing die !” 


“loving| ‘ Means here, possessing her I love.” Mason.” 


| P. 147,— act iv. sc. 4. 


! “<¢the other squirrel was stolen from me by a hangman boy in the 
} market-place,’ &c. 
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The folio, 1623, has it ‘hangman’s boys,’ and that of 1632 ‘ hangman’s 
boy :’ the corr. fo. 1632 gives us ‘a hangman boy,’ meaning what Shake- 
speare elsewhere calls ‘a gallows boy,’ and that we have no doubt is the 


true reading.” 

Here Mr. Collier fails to mention that his Ms. Corrector 
has substituted “a” for “ the,’ —the first folio having “ the 
Hangmans boyes,”’ the second folio ‘“ the hangmans boy.’’— 
The true reading is evidently “the hangman boys,” i.e. the 
rascal boys :—the editor of the second folio struck out the s 
from the wrong word. 


P. 151,—act iv. se. 4. 
“¢ ¢ Her eyes are green as grass,’ We. 


In the folio, 1623, the words are ‘ Her eyes are grey as glass: in the 
folio, 1632, they stand printed ‘Her eyes are grey as grass.’ Grass is 
never grey, although glass may be so. The emendation in the corr. fo. 
1632 is, ‘ Her eyes are green as grass,’ which we may accept as the text, 
seeing that green eyes were formerly considered a great beauty.” 

We may well wonder that Mr. Collier, who must have seen, 
in a note on this passage in the Var. Shakespeare, Theobald’s 
quotation from Chaucer, “hire eyen grey as glas,’ should 
“accept as the text’? the Corrector’s nonsense — “ green as 
grass ;” and that even after finding in Gascoigne “ Her eyes 
are greye as glasse”’ (see his Supplem. Notes, vol. i. 262), he 
should merely say “‘ Grey as glass’ May certainly BE right.” 
(The Ms. Corrector, not perceiving that, in the reading of 
the second folio, 

“ Her eyes are grey as grass,’ — 


the error lay wholly in “grass,” and yet justly determining, 
with Mr. Collier, that “grass is never grey,” substituted 
“green” for “grey,”’ without considering what a spectacle a 
lady would be with eyes as green as grass.) 


THE MERRY WIVES OF WINDSOR. 
P. 181,—act 1. sc. 3. 
“¢¢she discourses, she carves,’ d&c. 


We make no change here, although craves is substituted for ‘carves’ 
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in the corr. fo. 1632, because various authorities show that ‘carves,’ in 
the sense of making some amorous signal, may be right. The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce (‘ Few Notes,’ p. 18) and the Rev. Mr. Hunter (‘ New Illustra- 
tions,’ i. p. 215) both adduce quotations, but they have missed the most 
apposite, pointed out by Dr. Rimbault in his edition of Sir Thomas Over- 
bury’s Works, 8vo, 1856, p. 50: ‘ Her lightness gets her to swim at top 
of the table, where her wry little finger bewrays carving. (Character of 
‘A Very Woman, in her next part.’) We need add no other instances 
of the use of the word in this way; but it cannot be disputed that the 
misprint of ‘carve’ for crave would be easy, and has often been com- 
mitted, and that crave would well suit the poet’s meaning in this place.” 


Mr. Collier is mistaken in saying that Dr. Rimbault 
“pointed out” the passage of Overbury: it was originally 
cited by Mr. R. Grant White (to whose Prefatory Letter to 
his Shakespeare’s Scholar, p. xxxiii., Dr. Rimbault expressly 
refers), and with this remark; “ Carving, then, was a sign 
of intelligence, made with the little finger as the glass was 
raised to the mouth.” More recently, in his ed. of Shake- 
speare, note on the present passage of The Merry Wives of 
Windsor, Mr. White has cited from Littleton’s Latin-English 
Lexicon, 1675; “A Carver:—chironomus.” ‘ Chironomus : 
—one that useth apish motions with his hands,” &c. 

The concluding part of Mr. Collier’s note affords a curious 
proof of his unwillingness to give up as indefensible an emend- 
ation of the old Corrector, even when there is overwhelming 
evidence of its being wrong,—“ it cannot be disputed that 
crave would well suit the poet’s meaning in this place ;” i.e. 
(as Mr. Collier formerly told us) “ Falstaff intends to say that 
Mrs. Ford has a craving for him’ ! 


P. 182,—act i. se. 3. 

‘she bears the purse too; she is a region in Guiana, all gold and 
beauty.” 

So, misled by his Ms. Corrector, Mr. Collier reads, in- 
stead of “all gold and bounty ;”’ though nothing can be 
plainer than that Falstaff is thinking, not of Mrs. Page’s 
beauty, but of her power and readiness to supply him with 
money. And where is the “tautology” which Mr. Collier 
discovers in “gold and bounty” ? Surely Mrs. Page might 
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have been “all gold,” and yet entirely devoid of “ bounty,”— 
“all gold” and stinginess.— With the present passage, as 
given by the old eds., compare, 


“as bountiful 
As mines of India,” 
First Pari of Henry IV., act iii. se. 1. 


P. 183,—act i. sc. 38. Ina note on the words “ for gourd, 
and fullam holds,” &c., Mr. Collier writes thus : 

“We may just notice that on the next page of the same play, ‘ The 
Scornful Lady’ [by Beaumont and Fletcher], occurs an odd misprint of 
‘safer’ for ‘after.’ some commentators alter it to sacer, others to swag- 
ger, and a third set to rather, when all the while the proper emendation 


of after (which however Mr. Dyce, by mere accident, has not seen) is on 
the very surface.” 


The passage of The Scornful Lady stands in my ed. of 
Beaumont and Fletcher’s Works, iii. 82, as follows; 


“When I am married and made sure, I’ll come 
And visit you again, and vex you, lady : 
By all my hopes, I'll be a torment to you, 
Worse than a tedious winter. I know you will 
Recant and sue to me; but save that labour : 
Tll rather love a fever and continual thirst, 
Rather contract my youth to drink, and safer 
Dote upon quarrels, 
Or take a drawn whore from an hospital, 
That time, diseases, and mercury had eaten, 
Than to be drawn to love you.” 
“« safer Dote| So the two earliest 4tos. Other eds. ‘ sacerdote’? (Weber 
says erroneously that some have ‘saver dote’). Theobald gave Sympson’s 


conjecture ‘swagger, Dote ;’ and the Editors of 1778 printed ‘ rather 
Dote.’”’ 


Let any one read, with due attention, the last six lines of 
the passage, and he will see at once that Mr. Collier’s conjec- 
ture “after” by no means suits the context. 


P. 191,—act 11. sc. 1. In a note on the words “unless 
he know some stain in me” (the Ms. Corrector’s very doubt- 
ful alteration of “ strain in me’’), Mr. Collier says: 
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“See a passage in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘Woman Hater’ (edit. 
Dyce, i. p. 30), where stain is printed for ‘stain’d,’ but where no editor 
has discovered the proper emendation. It is nevertheless as indisputable 
as it is palpable.” 

The passage is ; 
“ And I do know, 
Before his slain wife gave him that offence, 
He was the greatest servant to that sex 
That ever was;”— 


and when the following remark in my note on the passage 
meets the eye of the next editor of Beaumont and Fletcher, 
he will probably pause before he makes any change: “If we 
could recover the tale from which the character of Gondarino 
was borrowed, it would no doubt inform us why and by whom 


his wife was ‘ slain.’ ” 


P. 192,—act u. sc. 1. 
“¢¢ Nym. Believe it, Page; he speaks sense.’ 
Johngon suggested that these words are a new speech by Nym, and 


not a continuation of what Pistol says, as represented in the folios. 
The corr. fo. 1632 confirms this notion, and we make the change accord- 


ingly.” 

The note of Steevens, ad /., could hardly have escaped 
Mr. Collier; and if he read that note, it seems incredible 
that he should not have been convinced of the impropriety 
of assigning the above words to Nym. Besides, the reading 
of the folio is fully confirmed by the quarto,— 


“ Page, belieue him what he ses. Away sir Corporall Nym. 
[Lait Pistol.” 


P. 192,—act u. sc. 1. 
“such a drawling-affecting rogue.’ 


i.e. Such a rogue who affects drawling.” 


The truth is, that in hundreds of passages throughout the 
folio the hyphen is wrongly introduced : so, later in the pre- 
sent play, the folio has “ Looke where my ranting-Host of the 
Garter comes,’ act i. sc. 1; ‘your dold-beating-oathes,” 
act ii. sc. 2; “shee’s a good-creature,” ibid.; “ this old fat- 
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fellow,” act iv. sc. 4; and see more instances cited in my note 
on King John,— Shakespeare, vol. iii. 265. 


P. 194, —act ii. sc. 1. 
*¢¢ Will you go on here?’ 


We give the emendation which we find in the corr. fo. 1632, for ‘ Will 
you go, An-hewres ?’? as it stands in the folios: the 4to lends us no 
assistance. But for the change which has come down to us on this 
authority, we might have been tempted to print, in the characteristic 
phraseology of the Host, ‘ Will you go on, heroes?’ This we consider 
quite as good as Warburton’s hers, Steevens’ hearts, Malone’s hear us, 
Boaden’s Cavaliers, or Hanmer’s [Theobald’s] Mynheers—which last the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce advocates, objecting to the facility of the change made 
in the corr. fo. 1632. When he says that he thinks it unlikely that ‘on 
here’ could have been mistaken for An-heires, he means probably, that 
An-heires could hardly have been misread for ‘on here ;’ but he neglects 
to inform us how An-hezres could have been mistaken for Mynheers. Mr. 
Singer, adopting Boaden’s Cavaliers, adds that ‘on here’ had been ‘long 
since suggested ;’ true; in the corr. fo. 1632, but no where else that we 
are aware of: if such a suggestion were made ‘ long since’ elsewhere, it 
has escaped our researches.” 


In my Few Notes, &c., to which Mr. Collier alludes above, 
I observed: “There is a passage in act ii. sc. 3 of Fletcher’s 
Beggars’ Bush, as exhibited in the folio, 1647, which, unless 
Iam much deceived, enables us to determine positively what 
word ought to take the place of ‘ An-heires’ in the text of the 
great dramatist. For my own part at least,—since I find in 
that folio, p. 80, 


C 


Nay, Sir, mine heire Van-dunck 
Is a true Statesman, — 


I can no longer doubt that ‘ An-heires’ is a misprint for 
‘ Min-heires, and that Hanmer [Theobald] (whose emenda- 
tion Mr. Collier does not even notice) restored the genuine 
reading, when he altered ‘Will you go, An-heires 2’ to ‘ Will 
you go, Mynheers?” p. 22. My firm belief is, that the 
passage which I have cited from The Beggars’ Bush, though 
lost on Mr. Collier, will have its due weight with all future 
editors, and turn the scale for ever in favour of “ Mynheers.” 

The reading, “ Will you go on here?” which Mr. Collier 
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supposes Mr. Singer to have taken, without acknowledgment, 
from the Ms. Corrector, was Theobald’s first, and bad, conjec- 
ture (“ Will you go, Mynheers 2?” being his second one). That 
it “ escaped Mr. Collier’s researches” is no great wonder; for 
it is not mentioned in the Variorum Shakespeare, to the 
pages of which Mr. Collier’s “ researches” have been almost 
entirely confined. 


P. 205,—act ii. se. 3. On the words, “ He is the wiser 
man, master doctor,’ Mr. Collier’s note is : 


** In the folio, 1623, ‘ master doctor’ is only 7. Doctor, and it became 
Mr. Doctor in the folio, 1664. dM. and Mas. were often of old printed for 
‘master,’ and we wonder that a man of the Rev. Mr. Dyce’s learning 
and experience should, in his edition of Marlowe’s Works, ii. p. 64, have 
fancied that ‘ Mas. doctor Lopus’ meant the exclamation of Mass / and 
was not a mere title: it ought to run ‘ Master Doctor Lopus was never 
such a doctor.’ The asseveration derived from the Roman Catholic 
Mass was generally objected to, and excluded by the Master of the Revels 
in the time of Marlowe and Shakespeare. The practice, however, was by 
no means uniform.” 


Here Mr. Collier, while taxing me with error, blunders 
most egregiously indeed! The passage of Faustus, which oc- 
curs in a speech of the Horse-courser, 1s ; 


“ Alas! alas! Doctor Fustian, quoth a? mass, Doctor Lopus was 
never such a doctor: has given me a purgation, has purged me of 
forty dollars,” &e. ; 


and, if Mr. Collier had done more than dip into the play in 
order to light on something with which he might find fault, 
he would have read, a page and a half earlier, in a speech of 
the same personage,— 


“T have been all this day seeking one Master Fustian : mass, 
see where he is!—God save you, Master Doctor !” 


which sufficiently proves that in the first of these speeches I 
rightly printed “mass.” 

But how came Mr. Collier so boldly to affirm that the old 
quarto (of which no copy is known to exist except that in the 
Bodleian Library) has “ Mas. Doctor Lupus,” giving “ Mas.” 
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as the abbreviation of “Master”? There the two passages 
above quoted stand literatim thus, —“ mass’ and “ master’ 
being clearly distinguished by the spelling ; 

“Alas, alas, Doctor Fustian quoth a, mas Doctor Lupus was 
neuer such a Doctor, has giuen me a purgation,” &e. 

“T haue beene al this day seeking one master Fustian : masse 
see where he is, God saue you, maister doctor.” 


If Mr. Collier can blush, let him blush now and deeply. 


P, 222,—act 11. sc. 4. In his note on the words, “come 
cut and long-tail,’ Mr. Collier, having referred to Fletcher 
and Shakespeare’s Two Noble Kinsmen, observes ; 

‘** All the editors of this play have been sorely put to it by a very 


simple misprint, when Theseus asks the Herald the names of the two 
heroes : the answer stands in the old copies, 


‘We lieve they’re call’d 
Arcite and Palamon.’ 
The Rey. Mr. Dyce and others have been able to make nothing out of 
the two first words but With leave, W2’ leave, or We learn, when it is evi- 
dent that We lieve was merely a printer’s error for ‘ Believe,’ elliptically 
used, just as in a subsequent scene (p. 370) where Emilia says, 


‘ Believe 
Their [His] mother was a wondrous handsome woman,’ 
for ‘ J believe their mother,’ &c.” 

Mr. Collier mistakes the meaning of “ Believe’ im the 
speech of Emilia, where it is equivalent to “Be assured,” 
“don’t doubt :” and, as it would also have the same signifi- 
cation if put into the Herald’s mouth,— 

* Believe they’re call’d 
Arcite and Palamon,” 
these words would not be a fitting reply to the demand of 


Theseus,— 
“What was’t that prisoner told me 


When I inquir’d their names ?” 
Besides, the old copies have “‘ We leave,”’—not, as Mr. Collier 
states, “ We lieve.” 

In the same note Mr. Collier appears to be right when he 
corrects another passage of the same play, altering “ ques- 
tion’s”’ to “ questant’s.” 

D 
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P. 238,—act iv. se. 4. 
*** You see, he has been thrown into the rivers,’ &. 

So the corr. fo. 1632; but the printed text has always been, ‘ You say, 
he has been thrown,’ &c. : nobody has sazd so,” de. 

“Nobody has said so’’ on the stage: but from the opening 
of the scene, — 

“ Hva. "Tis one of the pest discretions of a ‘oman as ever I did 
look upon. 

Page. And did he send you both these letters at an instant ?”— 


who, except the Ms. Corrector and Mr. Collier, would have 
failed to conclude that the two “ Merry Wives” had just been 
describing to their husbands and Sir Hugh the tricks they 
had put upon Falstaff? 


P. 239,— act iv. sc. 4. 
** * Let the supposed fairies pinch him soundly,’ &ec. 


‘Pinch him sound’ in the folios, but the fairies were not to pinch Fal- 
staff sound, but ‘soundly,’ and the adjective is altered to the adverb in 
the corr. fo. 1632. The old printer was doubtless in fault.” 

In the Taming of the Shrew, act i. sc. 2 (vol. ii. 464), 
Mr. Collier prints,— 


“Ts, that she is intolerable curst,” &c., 
and observes, 


**So probably Shakespeare wrote; but the corrector of the folio, 
1632, refines upon the word [‘intolerable’] by altering it to ¢ntolerably.” 

The Corrector is equally wrong in both places: in the 
one ‘ sound” is used for “ soundly,” in the other “ intolerable” 
for “ intolerably,”’—adjectives (as Mr. Collier ought to have 
known) having been often used adverbially in the days of 
Shakespeare. 


P. 242,—act iv. se. 5. 


“*¢ Fal. Ay, sir, like who more bold ?” 

This passage has caused some speculation, and Mr. Singer makes Fal- 
staff confer a knighthood upon Simple, ‘ Ay, siz Z%ke, who more bold ? ” 
One of the many notes in this edition which are so highly 
disereditable to Mr. Collier. — “Tyke” is the conjecture of 
Farmer ; and it has found its way into every edition published 
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since his time, with the exception of Mr. Collier’s present edi- 
tion, and of mine which appeared somewhat earlier. Of this 
fact Mr. Collier is perfectly aware: yet he sneers at Mr. Singer 
as if Farmer’s conjecture had been adopted by him alone. And 
how did Mr. Collier himself deal with the passage in his first 
edition? he did not, indeed, “ confer a knighthood upon Sim- 
ple,” but he did what was even more absurd, — he printed, 
“ Ay, sir, tike, who more bold?” 


‘¢ Falstaff,” he said, ‘‘calls Simple ‘sir,’ and then corrects himself, 
in order to give him a derogatory appellation.” 


MEASURE FOR MEASURE. 
P. 268,— act 1. se. 2. 


<*<1 Gent. Why, ’twas a commandment,’ Wc. 


‘Why’ is here not an interrogation, but merely an expletive, and we 
agree with the Rev. Mr. Dyce, who adduces many examples to prove 
that if ‘why’ be not an interrogation, it ought not to be followed by 
the corresponding mark : we do not suppose that such a matter will be 
doubted.” 

Among other mean artifices to which Mr. Collier resorts, 
is his endeavouring to cast ridicule on those very portions of 
my Remarks by which he has profited.—In his former edi- 
tion he printed, — 


“1 Gent. Why? "Twas a commandment,” &c., 


and. with this note ; 

*¢ Tt may be doubted whether what follows this interrogatory [‘ Why ?’] 
do not belong to Lucio, rather than to the gentleman who is thus made 
to ask a question and answer it himself :’’— 
on which I observed ; 

«The fact is, the Gentleman does not ask a question. 
Here, as in very many passages of early books, the composi- 
tor has put a point of interrogation after ‘Why,’ when the 
word is merely used emphatically. So m Beaumont and 
Fletcher’s Coxcomd ; 

‘Ant. Why ? this will gaine me everlasting glory.’ 
Works, p. 102, ed. 1647,” d&e. &e. 
Remarks, &c. p. 17. 
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P. 277,— act 1. sc. 5. “Sir, make me not your scorn.” 
In his note on this speech, Mr. Collier asks, 


‘** How could the Rev. Mr. Dyce consent, in a later part of that play 
[Fletcher’s Lovers’ Progress], A. v. sc. 1, to print ‘prefer’ for preserve, 
clearly the proper word, and pointed out to him even by the editors of 
1750 2? 


‘The principal means appointed to preserve 
Societies and kingdoms.’ ”’ 


Mr. Collier mieut have mentioned that I cited the defence 
of the old reading by the editors of 1778; my note ad 1. 
being, — 

“ prefer] ‘The editors of 1750 think it probable we should 
read ‘preserve’ instead of ‘prefer.’ We do not conceive any 
variation necessary, prefer meaning PRomOTE the interest and 
welfare of societies and kingdoms’ Ed. 1778.” 

And that “prefer” was formerly not very uncommon in 
the sense of promote is unquestionable: e. g., 


“But vse we our powres, 
And round about vs cast these cares of ours, 
All to discouer how we may preferre 
His wisht retreate, and Neptune make forbeare 
His sterne eye to him,” &e. 
Chapman’s Homer's Odysses, b. i. p. 4, ed. folio. 


P. 290,—act ii. se. 2. 


“¢ How would you be, 
If he, which is the top of judgment, should 
But judge you as you are 2 


For ‘ top of judgment’ the corr. fo. 1632 has ‘ God of judgment,’ which at 
first sight may appear more emphatic ; but what Isabel means to refer to 
is the very height and apex of judgment. We apprehend that the per- 
former of the character of the heroine inserted God for “ top,’ when the 
old annotator saw ‘ Measure for Measure,’ and we admit our over-hasty 
praise in ‘ Notes and Emendations,’ p. 45. Soin ‘The False One,’ by 
Beaumont and Fletcher, A. ii. sc. 1, Pompey is termed ‘the top of 
honour ;’ and it is rather surprising that the Rev. Mr. Dyce should have 
altogether forgotten this apposite illustration: ‘Few N otes,’ p. 24.” 


In the volume just referred to, I quoted from Dante, 
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Purgatorio, c. vi., “cIMA DI GIUDICIO,”—the most “ apposite 
illustration” of the present passage that could possibly be 
gwen. Mr. Collier, however, in his extreme reluctance to 
have any obligations to me, does not inform his readers of 
this very remarkable coincidence of expression between the 
two greatest poets of the modern world: but he declares him- 
self “rather surprised” that I should not have cited from 
Beaumont and Fletcher “the top of honour,’—which forms a 
comparatively ¢napposite illustration. (Mr. Staunton’s note 
on the words “ the top of judgment” is ; “ Mr. Dyce, in illus- 
tration of this expression, aptly quotes the following line from 
Dante’s Purgatorio, c. vi. 28 [87] ; 


‘Ché cima di giudicio non s’ avvalla,’ &c.”) 


P. 821,—act iv. se. 1. 


** * Volumes of report 
Run with base, false, and most contrarious quests 
Upon thy doings,’ de. 
It is ‘these false,’ &e. in the old copies, but no ‘false and most contra- 
rious quests’ have before been spoken of, and the corr. fo. 1632 instructs 
us that these ought to be ‘ base,’ which we believe,” de. 


Here Mr. Collier, as usual, is too ready to “believe” his 
Ms. Corrector. In our old writers “ these” is sometimes little 
more than redundant. So in an earlier passage of the present 
play, act i. sc. 4; 

“as these black masks 
Proclaim an enshield beauty ten times louder 
Than beauty could, display’d.” 


And in The First Part of Henry IV. act i. se. 3; 


“and, but for these vile guns, 
He would himself have been a soldier.” 


So, too, Webster ; 


“We that are great women of pleasure use to cut off 
These uncertain wishes and unquiet longings, 
And in an instant join the sweet delight 
And the pretty excuse together.” 
The Duchess of Malfi, act v. se. 2. 
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P. 328,— act iv. se. 3. 
“¢¢ Mr. Caper,’ &e. 


Mr. Caper] So printed in the old copies, and probably to be pronounced 
mister, because when ‘Three-pile the mercer’ is mentioned, he is called 
‘master’ at length: Shakespeare may have intended to make a distinction 
between gentlemen and tradesmen. The Rev. Mr. Dyce is of opinion 
(‘ Remarks,’ p. 23) that no such distinction was intended, and takes 
upon him to assert ‘that no such distinction was ever dreamed of by 
Shakespeare.’ All we can say is, that 7 7s made in the folios; and it 
hardly becomes Mr. Dyce to be so positive here as to the dreams of 
Shakespeare, when, in his edition of Marlowe’s ‘ Faustus’ (‘ Works,’ 
p- 64) he confounded the abbreviation for master with the Roman Ca- 
tholic mass. We admit that it was a mere oversight, which might per- 
chance have been avoided, if Mr. Dyce had known as much of Marlowe’s 
dreams, as he seems to have done of Shakespeare’s.”’ 


Let any unprejudiced person turn to my Remarks, &c., 
p. 23, and carefully read the passages there adduced as evi- 
dence that Mr. and Master were put indiscriminately by 
transcribers and printers,—I am confident he will agree with 
me that “no such distinction’ as Mr. Collier perceives in 
this speech “ was ever dreamed of by Shakespeare.”’ 

Here Mr. Collier returns to the charge of my having 
“confounded the abbreviation of master with the Roman 
Catholic mass”? in my edition of Marlowe’s Faustus ; and he 
even attempts to be facetious on the supposed error. But 
when he sees what I have written in p. 32 of the present 
volume, he will henceforth bitterly regret having touched 
on a passage, in which, as I have unanswerably proved, he 
mistook the Roman Catholic mass for the abbreviation of 
master. 


P. 331, —act iv. se. 3. 
** “To yonder generation,’ dc. 
Malone and Steevens read ‘ 7’he under generation ;’ but their emenda- 
tion, so to call it, is merely speculative, whereas in the corr. fo. 1632 


we are told to alter yond of the folios to ‘yonder,’ which we have 
done,” dc. 


“ The under generation’ was the correction of Hanmer, 
(who saw that the “ yond” of the folio was merely “y ond’ ” 
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=the under): and that it restores the true reading I have 
shown to demonstration in a note ad J. (too long to be cited 
here). 


P. 334,—act iv. sc. 8. In his note on “he’s a better 
woodman than thou takest him for,” Mr. Collier, having cited 
a passage from Fletcher’s Chances, proceeds thus ; 


‘** But we may ask what he [Mr. Dyce] means in this play [Zhe 
Chances|, when (p. 262) John says, 


‘Thou hast not half thy teeth come,’ 


by putting a colon between ‘teeth’ and ‘come’? . . . . in ‘ The Chances’ 
(p. 270) ‘conscience’ is evidently a misprint for concupiscence. On the 
very next page ‘ pay’ should as certainly be stay; but these mistakes 
have not been detected. The blunder on p. 230 of ‘ wonder’ for wan- 
derer, and on p. 275 of ‘lustly’ for Zusty, are mere printer’s errors, but 
they ought to have been put right, and not allowed to continue to de- 
form the text of this admirable comedy. ... . As on p. 37 of this 
pastoral | The athful Shepherdess| does is misprinted ‘ dares,’ so on p. 51 
dare seems misprinted ‘ do.’ ” 

Here, as in several other places, Mr. Collier eagerly seizes 
the opportunity of pointing out mistakes in my edition of 
Beaumont and Fletcher.—That the colon has improperly crept 
in between “teeth” and “ come,”— that “ conscience” should 
be “ concupiscence,’’—and that perhaps “pay” is a misprint 
for “ stay,’—I do not deny. But with respect to “‘ wonder,” 
“justly,” “dares,” and “ do,” the case is very different :— 

1. In The Chances ; 

“Come, good wonder, 
Let you and I be jogging ; your starvd treble 
Will waken the rude watch else,” 


are words addressed by Don John to the infant which, to his 
astonishment, he finds has just been put into his hands, and 
which he at first supposed to be “some pack of worth... . 
coin or jewels’ (p. 227). Does Mr. Collier really imagine 
that Don John would call the new-born infant “ good wan- 
derer” 2? 

2. In the same play ; 


“| know it by myself, there can be no hell 
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1 
| To his that hangs upon his hopes, especially 
| In way of lustly pleasures,”— 


is, | believe, what Fletcher wrote; for of the form “ lustly”? I 
have certainly met with examples in our early authors, though 
I have kept no memoranda of them. 

3. In The Faithful Shepherdess ; 


“ The. Was ever man but I 
Thus truly taken with uncertainty 4 
Where shall that man be found that loves a mind 
Made up in constancy, and dares not find 
His love rewarded? Here, let all men know, 
A wretch that lives to love his mistress so,” — 


would not have been questioned by Mr. Collier if he had 
recollected the story of the piece,—if he had not utterly for- 
: gotten that Thenot’s passion for Clorin is founded solely on 
admiration of her constancy to her deceased lover, and not to 
| be cured till she pretends to favour it. 
4, In the same play ; 


‘‘ But, whilst this honour’d strictness you do keep,” &e. 


is the reading of the first quarto; which, with Weber, I pre- 
ferred. The other editions have “you dare keep,” &c. There 
is little to choose between these readings. 


P. 851,—act v. se. 1. 


*** Make rash demonstrance of my hidden power,’ dc. 


It is remonstrance in the folios, but unquestionably the printer’s error 

for ‘demonstrance :’ he used the wrong preposition. Shakespeare else- 

i where has ‘demonstration’ and ‘demonstrate,’ but this is the only 

place where ‘demonstrance’ occurs: remonstrance is not found in any 

other of his plays or poems. Malone suggested ‘ demonstrance ;’ but if 

we were to be governed by the same misprint in other writers, we might 

quote the following from Shirley’s ‘ Hyde Park’ (edit. Gifford and Dyce, 

li. p. 416), where Trier speaks of the proof that Mrs. Bonavent’s husband 
has been lost during a voyage :— 


* Having seven years expected, and so much 
Demonstrance of her husband’s loss at sea.’ 


Here ‘demonstrance’ (meaning proof), as in ‘Measure for Measure,’ is 
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misprinted remonstrance, the same carelessness of the old compositor, as 
to the preposition, having caused the error in both instances.” 

Malone, who did not venture to disturb the old text, ob- 
served; “ As I am not aware of remonstrance being ever used 
in this sense, I would read demonstrance.” But most pro- 
bably if he had remembered the passage in Shirley’s Hyde 
Park (which Mr. Collier so coolly alters), he would have 
withdrawn the above remark; and assuredly he would have 
done so, if, in addition to that passage, the following one 
from the same dramatist had been pointed out to him, — 


“and while 
The spring contributes to their art, make in 
Each garden a remonstrance of this battle, 
Where flowers shall seem to fight,” &e. 
The Imposture, act 1. sc. 2,— Works, v. 190. 


(Hyde Park and The Imposture belong to that portion of 
Shirley’s Works which was printed under the eye of Gifford.) 


P. 351, — act v. se. 1. 


‘Then, Angelo, thy fault’s thus manifested, 
Which, though thou wouldst deny, denies thee vantage, 
We do condemn thee,” &c. 


Shakespeare undoubtedly wrote, — 


“Then, Angelo, thy fault thus manifested,— 
Which, though thou wouldst deny, denies thee vantage,— 
We do condemn thee,” &c. 


THE COMEDY OF ERRORS. 
P. 379,—act 11. sc. 2, 


“¢* Ant. S. You would all this time have proved, there is no time for 
all things. 

Dro. S. Marry, and did, sir; namely, e’en no time to recover hair 
lost by nature.’ 

namely, HEN no tume] It is ‘7m no time’ in the folio, 1623; but a 
was not unfrequently printed for ‘ e’en,’ and such was Malone’s emen- 
dation.” 


Who ever saw the words “‘ namely” and “ e’en” standing 
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in such juxtaposition?—The reading of the second folio, 
though not noticed by Mr. Collier, is evidently the true one; 


“Marry, and did, sir ; namely, no time to recover hair lost by 
nature.” 


P. 392,—act iii. sc. 2. 

** Ant. S. What’s her name ? 

Dro. S. Nell, sir ; but her name is three quarters, that is, an ell; 
and three quarters will not measure her from hip to hip.” 

Of the second speech, in which he retains the error of the 
folio, “is,” but entirely alters the old pointing, Mr. Collier 
gives an explanation quite worthy of his text. 

The punctuation of the folio, — 


“Nell sir: but her name is three quarters, that’s an Ell and 
three quarters, will not measure her from hip to hip,” — 


is of itself almost sufficient to show that Thirlby was right 
when he read and pointed the speech as follows; 


“ Nell, sir ; but her name and three quarters, that’s an ell and 
three quarters, will not measure her from hip to hip.” 


P. 894,— act iii. se. 2. 

***T thought to have ta’en you at the Porcupine,’ &c. 
The Rev. Mr. Dyce is very strenuous and elaborate upon the word ‘ por- 
cupine,’ and would fain have us print it here, as well as before and 
afterwards, porpentine : and why? because, he says, it is so spelt in the 
old copies ; but so are hundreds of other words, which have in modern 
times been systematically changed,” &c. &e. 

I still abide by what I urged on this point in my Remarks, 
&c., p. 27 sqq., viz. that words are said to be differently 
“ spelt,” when, with different letters, they have the same or 
nearly the same sound; which is not the case with “ porcu- 
pie” and “ porpentine,”’ for the syllables 

cup 

pent 
make no approach to similarity of sound ;—that porpentine 
is a distinct form of the word, which was frequently employed 
by the best of our early writers (among others, by the learned 
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Ascham, Toxophilus, fol. 5, ed. 1545 ;—and that, since the 
old editions of those plays of Shakespeare in which the word 
occurs (The Comedy of Errors, Sec. Part of Henry V1., Troilus 
and Cressida, and Hamlet) agree, both quartos and folios, in 
having porpentine, we may conclude that it was the form 
which Shakespeare preferred. 


P. 400,—act iv. sc. 2. 


<< ¢ Dro. §. Here, go: the desk! the purse! swift now, make haste.’ 


‘ Sweet, now make haste’ in the folios; but Dromio was not likely to call 
either his mistress or Luciana sweet, and the old annotator on the fo. 
1632 states that ‘ swift’ (denoting the slave’s hurry) had been misprinted 
sweet. In Marlowe’s ‘ Edward II.’ (edit. Dyce, ii. 238) we meet with the 
same blunder, although the editor has not perceived it. Kent is eagerly 
awaiting the escape of Mortimer from the Tower, and what is he made 


to say ? 
‘Mortimer, I stay 


Thy sweet escape,’ 
instead of ‘ thy swift escape.’”’ 


Mr. Collier, I presume, would not have thrust this very 
erroneous reading into the present play, if he had recollected 
that in The Tempest, act iv. sc. 1, Prospero says to Ferdinand 


during the masque, 
‘SWEET, NOW, silence ; 


Juno and Ceres whisper seriously ; 
There’s something else to do: hush and be mute, 
Or else our spell is marr’d.” 


The word “sweet” (which Shakespeare applies, with various 
shades of meaning, to men, women, and things) is in both 
these passages almost equivalent to “prithee.” 

Nor is Mr. Collier’s alteration of “ sweet” to “ swift” in 
the passage of Marlowe’s Edward IT. a whit less improper ; 


‘‘ Kent. Fair blows the wind for France: blow, gentle gale, 
Till Edmund [i.e. the speaker himself] be arriv’d for England's 
good ! 
Nature, yield to my country’s cause in this ! 
A brother! no, a butcher of thy friends! 
Proud Edward, dost thou banish me thy presence ? 
But Pll to France, and cheer the wrongéd queen, 
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And certify what Edward’s looseness is. 
th; Unnatural king, to slaughter noblemen 

‘ And cherish flatterers !— Mortimer, I stay 

Y Thy sweet escape. — Stand gracious, gloomy night, 
i To his device !” 


Here “thy sweet escape’ is—thy escape which will be so 
agreeable to all of us, —to the party of the queen. 
Compare Shakespeare ; 


“ But now the arbitrator of despair, 
Just death, kind umpire of men’s miseries, 
With sweet enlargement doth dismiss me hence,”’ &e. 
First Part of King Henry VI., act ii. se. 5. 
“Or had he scap’d, methinks we should have heard 
The happy tidings of his good escape.”’ 
Third Part of King Henry VI., act ii. se. 1. 


P. 401,—act iv. se. 2. 
*“*¢ A fiend, a fury, pitiless and rough.’ 


On the same evidence [i. e. on the evidence of the Ms. Corrector, — one 
of whose lines Mr. Collier inserts immediately before the present one] 
we print fairy ‘fury,’ and such was Theobald’s emendation. ‘ Fiends 
and fairies’ are placed just in the same connexion in Beaumont and 
Fletcher’s ‘Woman’s Prize’ (edit. Dyce, vii. p. 181), and ‘ fairies’ there 
ought as certainly to be furtes: this is proved not only by the context, 
but by an extant Ms. of the play, the existence of which was not known 
to the Rev. Mr. Dyce, or he would surely have remedied the defect.” 


Theobald’s (and the Ms. Corrector’s) substitution of 
“fury” for “fairy” has been rejected by Steevens, Malone, 
Mr. Knight, Mr. Halliwell, and Mr. Staunton,—the last of 
pay these editors not even mentioning it.— “There were,” says 
Johnson, ad 1., “fairies like hobgodlins, pitiless and rough, 
and described as malevolent and malicious.” 
In the passage of Beaumont and Fletcher, notwithstand- 
ing the Ms. authority to the contrary, I think that “ fairies” 
suits the context as well as “ furies ;”’ 


“Tf there be any witchcrafts, herbs, or potions, 
Saying my prayers backward, fiends, or fairies, 
That can again unlove me, I am made.” 
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P. 404,— act iv. se. 3. 


6 6 Oour, * * * * * # 


Will you go with me? we’ll mend our dinner here. 
Dro. S. Master, if you do, or expect spoon-meat, bespeak a long spoon. 
Ant. 8S. Why, Dromio? 
Dro. S. Marry, he must have a long spoon that must eat with the 
devil.’ 


‘ Master, of you do, oR expect spoon-meat, bespeak a long spoon.’ i.e. 
If you consent to go, or if you expect spoon-meat, bespeak a long 
BDO n ue isie ‘You’ is supplied by the folio, 1632, but ‘or’ became 
transposed, after ‘ expect spoon-meat,’ instead of before it.” 

Mr. Collier’s new lection, with the “or” transposed, is 
very like nonsense. I long ago proposed (not then aware 
that it was due to Capell) what I still believe to be the true 
reading, viz. ; 

“Master, if you do, expect spoon-meat; so bespeak a long 
spoon.” 


P. 405,— act iv. se. 4. 
*¢¢ Pnter AntipHoLUS of Mphesus, and a Sailor.’ 
— «a Jailor.| This is the old stage-direction ; and as Adriana and Anti- 
pholus subsequently call him ‘ Jailor,’ there is good reason for retaining 
it, instead of ‘an officer,’ as it stands in modern editions.” 

Mr. Collier does not perceive into what inconsistency he 
runs by printing here “a Jailor;”’ for in the first scene of 
this act he gives “ Enter a Merchant, Angelo, and an Officer ;” 
and that the Officer who arrests Antipholus in that scene is 
the very person who now enters with him, is proved by the 
speech of Antipholus to the Duke, “ My lege, I am adviséd 
what I say,” &c. act v. sc. 1. 


P. 408, — act iv. sc. 4. 
“© Enter three or four, and bind AntipHouus and Dromto. 


Adr. Oh! bind him, bind him! let him not come near me. 
Pinch. More company !—the fiend is strong within him. 
Tuc. Ah me! poor man, how pale and wan he looks. 

Ant. E. What, will you murder me ?” &. 


In the location of the above stage-direction, though not 
in its wording, Mr. Collier adheres to the folio: but this is 
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one of the many places throughout the folio where the stage- 
direction is purposely placed too early, —in order to warn the 
actors to be ready.— Mr. Collier might have seen that when 
Pinch calls out for “More company!” the “three or four” 
had not yet entered to assist him.—The whole passage ought 
to stand thus ; 
« Adr. O, bind him, bind him! let him not come near me. 
Pinch. More company !—The fiend is strong within him. 
Luc. Ay me, poor man, how pale and wan he looks ! 


Enter three or four, who assist Pincu in binding Ant. E. and Dro. E. 


Ant. EH. What, will you murder me?” &c. 


P. 410,—act iv. se. 4. 

<< Paith, stay here this night, they will surely do us no harm; you 
saw they spoke us fair, gave us gold.’ 
It is ‘you saw they speak us fair, give us gold’ in the folios, but properly 
altered to ‘spoke’ and ‘ gave’ in the corr. fo. 1632.” 

Why alter two words when the alteration of a single word 
sets all right? Read “you see they speak us fair, give us 


gold.” 


P. 418,— act v. sc. l. 

‘¢ Ant. HE. I never came within these abbey walls, 
Nor ever didst thou draw thy sword on me. 
I never saw the chain, so help me heaven ! 
And this is false you burden me withal.” 

Here the extreme awkwardness of the old reading, “dnd 
this is false,’ &c., is sufficient to prove that it is wrong: yet 
Mr. Collier adheres to it, though in my Remarks on his first 
edition I amended the passage thus ; 

“ Ant. H. I never came within these abbey-walls ; 
Nor ever didst thou draw thy sword on me: 
I never saw the chain. So help me heaven 
As this is false you burden me withal !” 


Compare the words of Adriana, earlier in the present scene ; 


“So befal my soul 
As this is false he burdens me withal !” 
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P. 423,—act v. sc. 1. 


“¢¢ Twenty-five years have I but gone in travail 
Of you, my sons; and at this present hour 
My heavy burdens are delivered.’ 


The folio, 1623, gives the passage precisely thus ; 


‘and till this present houre 
My heavie burthen are delivered.’ 


The only difference in the second folio is, that ‘ burthen’ is made dwr- 
thens, and that change cannot be disputed. The annotator on the corr. 
fo. 1632 alters ¢// to ‘at,’ and the old difficulty, which has puzzled so 
many editors and commentators, is at an end: a¢ that hour Amilia 
might be said to be delivered of the burdens with which she had so 
long ‘ gone in travail,’ viz. her twin sons of Ephesus and Syracuse. The 
Rev. Mr. Dyce would read (Mr. Singer following him), 


‘My heavy burden ne’er delivered,’ 


and he asserts (‘Few Notes,’ p. 36) that ‘our old printers sometimes 
mistook ne'er (written nere) for are.’ If they did so, (and we do not say 
that evidence of the kind may not be found), it is surprising that, with 
his strong propensity for multiplying quotations, Mr. Dyce does not fur- 
nish a single instance in support of his position,” &c. 


In his former edition Mr. Collier printed, 


‘‘and till this present hour 
My heavy burden wndelivered ;” 
which, however objectionable, was a golden reading compared 
with 
‘‘and at this present hour 
My heavy éurdens are delivered :’’ 
for what likelihood is there that “ at” should have been mis- 
taken for “ till”? and what writer, speaking of twin children 
in the womb, would call them “‘ burdenS” ? 
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MUCH ADO ABOUT NOTHING. 


P. 23,—act ii. sc. 1. On the stage-direction “ Enter. . . 
Battuazar; Joun,” &c., Mr. Collier remarks ; 

‘¢The 4to. and folio here both read, ‘ Balthazar or dumb John’ .. . 
Balthazar and John were two distinct persons .. . . ‘dumb John’ was 
doubtless a mishearing for ‘ Don John’ as he was sometimes called.” 

No: “dumb” was put by mistake for “Dom.” So, there 
is a poem entitled The Loue of Dom Diego and Gyneura, ap- 
pended to Diella, &c., 1596. 


P. 24,— act n. sc. 1. 
‘<< Balth. No more words: the clerk is answered.’ 

We distribute the dialogue as in the old copies. Some useless ink has 
been spilled to show that all the male speeches, from ‘ Well, I would 
you did like me,’ belong to Balthazar. The fact is, that Margaret turns 
from Benedick with the words ‘God match me with a good dancer !’ 
maliciously implying that Benedick is a bad one; and then Balthazar 
takes up the dialogue with ‘Amen,’ meaning that he is what Benedick 
is not. Margaret, in a manner, admits it, but wishes him out of her 
sight when the dance is done, he being good at nothing but dancing.” 


In this note, — which is the very reverse of a sensible 
one,—Mr. Collier alludes to me when he speaks of the “ use- 
less ink that has been spilled to show,” &c. But though “ the 
ink” may have been wasted on Mr. Collier, it has not been 
thrown away on others,— witness the note of Mr. Staunton 
ad l, in his recent edition; “It can hardly be doubted that 
this [‘ Well, I would you did like me’] and the next two 
speeches, assigned to Benedick in the old editions, belong 
rightly to Balthazar. As Mr. Dyce remarks, ‘ Benedick is 
now engaged with Beatrice, as is evident from what they pre- 
sently say.’ The error probably arose, like a similar one in 
‘Love’s Labour’s Lost,’ act ii. sc. 1, from each of the two 
prefixes beginning with the same letter.’”?-—I must not, how- 
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ever, omit to mention that, when in my Few Notes, &c., p. 42, 
I assigned these speeches to Balthazar, | was not aware that 
Theobald had anticipated me. 


P. 42,—act i. se. 1. 

‘¢ Contempt, farewell! and maiden pride, adieu ! 
No glory lives but in the lack of such.” 

The second of these lines is what the Ms. Corrector sub- 
stitutes for “No glory lives behind the back of such:” and 
Mr. Collier may be assured that, though perhaps quite to the 
taste of Professor Mommsen and his other German friends, 
it will ever be regarded in this country, even by not very 
critical readers, as a singular piece of impertinence. 

Mr. Collier concludes his note on it by saying ; 

‘‘The words but in the lack were imperfectly heard, or read, and 
‘behind the back’ inserted instead of them.” 

If such was the case, the person who inserted ‘ behind the 
back” was wonderfully fortunate in stumbling on an expres- 
sion which has so long been received as the genuine text. 


P. 57,—act iv. se. 1. 


‘“¢Out on thee, seeming! I will write against it, 
You seem to me as Dian in her orb,’ &c. 


Since Pope’s time this has usually been printed ‘ Out on thy seeming 
but there is no reason for the change. Claudio addresses Hero as the 
personification of ‘ seeming’ or ‘ hypocrisy.’ Both the 4to. and the folios 
support the reading in our text, but the corr. fo. 1632 has ‘ thee’ need- 
lessly altered to thy.” 

Mr. Collier is ready enough to adopt the most “ monstrous 
devices” of the Ms. Corrector (see, for instance, the preceding 
article): yet here, where the Corrector is evidently right, he 
treats his alteration as ‘‘ needless.’—The fact that the old 
copies have no point between “thee” and “ seeming,” 
perhaps weigh little against Mr. Collier’s lection ; which, how- 
ever, is proved to be wrong by the second part of the line :— 
if Claudio, “addressing Hero as the personification of ‘ seem- 
ing’ or ‘hypocrisy,’ had said, “ Out on thee, seeming!” the 

EB 


may 


— =e = Se ee 


a Tere r.. oe = P 2 ——— 
SSS Be agg tein eee eens ; 
‘ ee = me 


50 STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES [vou. 11. 


words must have been followed by “I will write against 
THER.” 


P. 59,—act iv. se. 1. 


***For did I think thou would’st not quickly die, 
Thought I thy spirits were stronger than thy shames 
Myself would, on the reward of reproaches, 

Strike at thy life.’ 


2 


on the REWARD of reproaches,| To render this line more intelligible, per- 
haps, the corr. fo. 1632 substitutes hazard for reward : it is rereward in 
the 4to, 1600. We see no sufficient reason for here altering the text 
of the folio, 1623, where the word is ‘reward,’ the meaning being, that 
Leonato was willing to run the risk of being rewarded with reproaches.” 


Had it not been for Mr. Collier’s note, I should have 
supposed that here his printer had been guilty of the same 
mistake as the printer of the first folio was, and that it had 
escaped Mr. Collier’s eye when he revised the sheet; for in 
his former edition he adhered, with the other modern editors, 
to the reading of the quarto, “the rearward of reproaches.” 
But, no: “the rewarp of reproaches,”—which, besides being 
utter nonsense, annihilates the metre,—is one of the improve- 
ments deliberately introduced by Mr. Collier into his new 
edition of Shakespeare ! 


P. 59,—act iv. se. 1. 


“**Q! she is fallen 
Into a pit of ink, that the wide sea 
Hath drops too few to wash her clean again, 
And salt too little, which may season give 
To her soul-tainted flesh !’ 


To her sout-tainted flesh !| So the corr. fo. 1632, with great increase of 


force, and avoiding what Steevens truly calls ‘a metaphor from the 
kitchen.’ ”’ 


That the change “souw/-tainted” (like the alteration of 
“sole-pure” to “ soul-pure” in Troilus and Cressida, act i. 
sc. 3) was made by the Ms. Corrector in mere wantonness, 
would be sufficiently apparent, even if we did not find in the 
very next speech of the same speaker,— 
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“Would the two princes lie? and Claudio lie, 
Who lov’d her so, that, speaking of her fowlness, 
Wash’d it with tears?” 


Here “ foul-tainted,’— for the word ought to be hyphened,— 


is equivalent to “foully tainted.” (In our author’s Lucrece 
we have, — 


“The remedy indeed to do me good, 
Is to let forth my foul-defiléd blood.’’) 


P. 68,—act v. se. 1. 


“¢ ¢Tf such a one will smile, and stroke his beard ; 
Call sorrow joy ; cry hem, when he should groan,’ &c. 


CaLL sorrow soy ;| Such are the words in the corr. fo. 1632..... ae 
old reading, ‘ And sorrow, wag!’ cannot be what Shakespeare wrote.” 


In this much-disputed passage I really cannot see why the 
old reading should not stand, if properly pointed,— 


‘“ And—sorrow, wag!—cry hem, when he should groan,” &e. 
? to) y) Oo 7) 


As to the Ms. Corrector’s emendation, what resemblance is 
there, either in the spelling or in the sound of the words, 
between “ And . . wag’ and “Call . . joy”? 


P. 71,—act v. se. I. 
‘< ¢ fashion-mong’ring boys,’ We. 
The Rev. A. Dyce, in his ‘ Few Notes,’ &c., p. 46, would have this com- 
pound spelt ‘ fashion-monging,’ merely because he so finds it in Wilson’s 
‘Cobler’s Prophecie,’ 1594. ‘This is to desert the etymology of the word ; 
and the same reason would require adherence to every old and exploded 
form in any other word. In Wilson’s comedy we may be pretty sure that 
the letter 7, in ‘mong’ring,’ was accidentally omitted.” 

The reader of this note, on learning from it that [ wished 
the form “fashion-monging” to be introduced into Shake- 
speare’s play “MunrELy because I found it in Wilson’s ‘ Cob- 
ler’s Prophecie,’”’ will naturally be apt to conclude that I 
am a very ridiculous person: it is necessary, therefore, that 
I inform him of what Mr. Collier has taken such care to 
conceal, viz. that in the present passage of Much ado about 
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Nothing, all the old editions,—the quarto, and the four folios, 
—are uniform in having “ fashion-monging.’—But let me by 
all means quote, from my recent edition of Shakespeare, the 
annotation on the words “ fashion-mongering boys :” “In my 

. Kew Notes, &c., p. 46, I have said, ‘Here Mr. Knight, alone 

of the modern editors, follows the old copies in printing 
‘ fashion-monging, —and rightly,’ &c.: but now, on consider- 
ing the inconsistency in spelling which those old copies ex- 
hibit, I think that the other modern editors have done more 
wisely.” 


P. 76,—act v. se. 1. 


**¢ This naughty man 
Shall face to face be brought to Margaret, 
Who, I believe, was pact in all this wrong, 
Hir’d to it by your brother.’ 


Who, I believe, was pact in all this wrong,| ‘ Pact’ is properly bargain or 

contract : see Richardson’s Dict. under ‘pact.’ But for the agreement 

of all the old copies, we might have thought that ‘ pact’ was here a mis- 

print for part. In ‘The Taming of the Shrew,’ Act ii. sc. 1, ‘ part’ is 
certainly misprinted for pact, —‘ good night our part.’ Mr. Dyce (‘ Re- 
marks,’ 33) is so strenuous for pack’d, that he has about a page of notes 
upon it. ven if he were right, we could do without so much evidence. 
To say that Margaret ‘ was pact,’ is the same as to say that she was party 
in the wrong.” 

Here Mr. Collier, obstinate in error, transforms into a 
substantive what is manifestly a verb in the old copies, —all 
of which have, not “ pact,” but “ packt.”’ And nothing can 
be more unfortunate than his reference to Richardson’s Dict. . 
for though we find there 

& Pact, 1 
Paction. 
Pactional,” 
with examples of their uses, we also find 
SP ack, Vv. 
Pack, n. 
Packet, n. 
) Packet, v. 
Packing, n.” 
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under which Dr. Richardson quotes the present passage with 
its old spelling ; 
“to Margaret, 
Who IJ beleeue was pack in all this wrong,” &e. 


as well as another instance of the verb “ pack’d” from our 
author’s Antony and Cleopatra, act iv. se. 2; 


“ Shee, Eros, has 
Packt cards with Ceesars [sic],” &e. 


P. 83,—act v. se. 4. 
***One Hero died belied ; but I do live,’ &c. 
There can be ‘nothing certainer’ than that the word defil’d, in the 4to, 


1600 [‘One Hero died defil’d |, must be wrong: it was omitted in the 
folio, 1623, and the passage left 


‘One Hero died ; but I do live.’ 


To make Hero say that she had died defil’d, is to make her admit her 
own guilt: she maintains that she had died guiltless; and the word 
found in the corr. fo. 1632 has occurred several times in this comedy, 
and is precisely that which Hero would have used, and which might 
easily have been misheard and misprinted, 


‘One Hero died belied ; but I do live.’ 
It seems as clear that dclied is the true word, as that defil’d is the very 
word, of all others, Hero would not have employed. The printer of the 
folio, 1623, seeing that defil’d must be wrong, and not knowing what 
was right, cast it out.” 

In his “Introduction” to this play, Mr. Collier justly 
Says ; 

‘* The earliest impression [the quarto, 1600] contains several passages 
not inserted in the reprint (for such it undoubtedly was) under the care 
of Heminge and Condell, and the text of the 4to, 1600, is to be preferred 
in nearly all instances.” 

Here, however, when an emendation of his Ms. Corrector re- 
quires to be supported, Mr. Collier is disposed to think less 
favourably of the quarto of 1600.—The truth of the matter, 
I have no doubt, is this: the printer of the first folio (a 
most careless printer) omitted the word “defil’d” by a mere 
oversight : it was omitted in the second folio also; and the 
Ms. Corrector, aware that a word was wanting, and not pos- 
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sessing the quarto of 1600, inserted ‘‘belied” from conjec- 
ture.— According to Mr. Collier, “to make Hero say that 
she had died defil’d, is to make her admit her own guilt,”— 
a most forced objection to the reading of the quarto; for 
Hero knows that not only Claudio whom she is addressing, 
but the whole party present, are now perfectly convinced of 
her innocence. 


P. 85,—act v. se. 4. 
“¢¢ Bene. Peace! I will stop your mouth.’ 

The 4to, 1600, and the folios assign this speech to Leonato ; but it ap- 
pears by a change of prefix in the corr. fo. 1632 to belong to Benedick, 
and such has been the usual regulation. When the Rev. A. Dyce takes 
so much pains by quotations (‘ Remarks,’ p. 35) to prove that ‘I will 
stop your mouth’ means J will kiss you, surely, itis mispent labour. He 
forgot that in this very play, A. ii. sc. 1 (p. 29), Beatrice says to Hero, 
‘Stop his mouth with a kiss.’ Mr. Dyce goes ‘to Peru for a pebble’ 
when he has one under his foot, and thinks too little of illustrating 
Shakespeare by Shakespeare. Our great dramatist is his own best an- 
notator.”’ 

I feel myself justified in saying, that the disingenuousness 
of Mr. Collier has no parallel in the history of literary con- 
troversy,—that, compared to him, the angry and abusive 
Scioppii of the olden time were “‘ honourable men.” 

In his former edition Mr. Collier printed,— 


“Leon. Peace! I will stop your mouth ;” 


and with this note, — 


‘* Modern editors assign this line to Benedick ; but all the old copies 
give it to Leonato. It may be very well also, as a piece of stage effect, 
to make Benedick kiss Beatrice at this juncture, but there is no warrant 
for it in any old stage-direction :”— 
on which I commented as follows in my Remarks; and I 
entreat the reader to compare what I now cite with the mis- 
representation of it by Mr. Collier in the above note to his new 
edition ; 

“Tn the first place, the context shows that the speech 
belongs to Benedick: why should Leonato wish to put Bea- 
trice suddenly to silence? she has said nothing which con- 
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cerns fim. Secondly, it is as evident that the speaker of 
these words kisses Beatrice, as that Young Loveless kisses the 
Widow when his brother desires him to ‘ stop her mouth ;’ 


‘ Widow. Sir, you speak like a worthy brother : 
And so much I do credit your fair language 
That I shall love your brother ; and so love him — 
But I shall blush to say more. 
Lider Loveless. Stop her mouth,’ 
Beaumont and Fletcher’s Scornful Lady, act ill. se. 2. 


Passages might be cited from various other old plays, in 
which ‘mouths are stopt’? by the same process. But, after 
all, it is unnecessary to wander away from Shakespeare for an 
instance of it, since in Troilus and Cressida, when Cressida 
says, ‘ Stop my mouth, we learn distinctly from the lady’s next 
speech how Troilus understood her injunction,— 


‘My lord, I do beseech you, pardon me ; 
"Twas not my purpose, thus fo beg a kiss.’ 
Achill: sGu2, 


99 


LOVE’S LABOUR’S LOST. 
P. 107,—act u. se. 1. 


“Now, madam, summon up your clearest spirits,” &c. 


The old eds. have “ your dearest spirits,” &c.,— which (as I 
observed in my Few Notes, &c. p. 51) is proved to be the 
right reading by a line of Dekker, who applies to “ spirits” 
an epithet synonymous with ‘ dearest,’— 


“ Call vp your lustiest spirits; the lady’s come.” 
Tf it be not good, the Diuel is in it, 1612, sig. C. 3. 


Yet Mr. Collier inserts in his text the vile alteration of the 
Ms. Corrector; mentioning in his note that “the German 
edition of Schlegel and Tieck’s Shakespeare, by Professor 
Mommsen, adopts ‘ clearest,’ and accurately renders it klar- 
sten,’’—as if that were decisive as to the fitness of the change! 
(It appears that Professor Mommsen has no objection to read- 
ings of the Corrector which even Mr. Collier himself is afraid 
to use. So, in As you like it, act ii. sc. 3, “Of a diverted 
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blood and bloody brother” is altered by the Ms. Corrector to 
“Of a diverted, proud, and bloody brother,”—which, says 
Mr. Collier ad /., “the German editor prefers, and renders, 
Des abgewandten, stolzen, blut’gen Bruders.’’) 


P. 115,—act ii. se. 1. 
*** Pll give you Aquitain, and all that is his, 
An you give him for my sake but one loving kiss. 
Prin. Come to our pavilion : Boyet is dispos’d.— 
Boyet. But to speak that in words, which his eye hath disclos’d.’ 


Boyet is dispos'd.| Ina note upon Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Wit with- 
out Money,’ iv. 193, the Rev. Mr. Dyce is ‘ dispos’d’ to laugh at Weber 
for saying that ‘ dispos’d’ means dispos’d to be merry. Why, Mr. Dyce 
says so himself in his note upon the words ‘ You are dispos’d,’ in Peele’s 
‘Edward I.’ (Dyce’s Peele’s Works, i. 125) ;—‘ inclined to be merry’ is 
his own explanation, and he adds, that it is ‘a sense in which the word 
is often used by old writers.’ No doubt of it; and no doubt it often 
means something more, viz. wantonly ‘merry ;’ but inasmuch as Mr. 
Dyce has himself told us that it means ‘ merry,’ he ought to be the last 
to blame Weber and the commentators on Shakespeare for saying the 
same thing. It is droll therefore to find him, in a note upon my first 
edition of ‘ Love’s Labour’s Lost,’ blaming me for falling into an error 
which he was the first to commit; and when, in fact, I did not say one 
word upon the subject, for I allowed ‘ dispos’d’ to pass without observa- 
tion. Ofcourse, after ‘ dispos’d,’ something is to be understood.” 


In the sec. vol. of his Shakespeare, 1842, Mr. Collier 
printed the speech of the Princess thus, 


” 


“ Prin. Come to our pavilion : Boyet is dispos’d 


making it an imperfect speech. 

In vol. iv. of my edition of Beaumont and Fletcher, 1844, 
appeared this note ; 

““ dispos’d| Is explained by Weber ‘ merry ;? but it means 
something more, viz. wantonly merry, inclined to wanton 
mirth. The word occurs, with the same meaning, in several 
of these plays: compare also Love’s Labour’s lost, act ii. 
SG... 

‘ Prin. Come to our pavilion : Boyet is dispos'd. 
Boye. But to speak that in words, which his eye hath disclos’d.’ 


a passage which has not been understood by the modern 
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editors of Shakespeare; for (in opposition to the old eds.) 
they put a break after ‘ dispos’d,’ as if the sentence were in- 
complete.” 

In the first vol. of Mr. Collier’s Shakespeare, 1844,* is 
found, among the Additional Notes and Corrections, — 

** Boyet is D1Ispos’D—] Some persons would discover an indelicate 


meaning here, in the use of the verb ‘dispos’d;’ but, surely, prurient 
ingenuity was never more misplaced, as is shown by the context.” 


The expression ‘Some persons” alluded to me (vide, 
supra, the note on Beaumont and Fletcher); and in my 
Remarks on Mr. Collier’s and Mr. Knight’s eds. of Shake- 
speare, | rejomed ; “ Where is the grossly indelicate meaning 
which Mr. Collier’s remark would naturally lead one to sup- 
pose that I had assigned to the word? Boyet having said, 


‘Tl give you Aquitain and all that is his, 
An you give him for my sake but one loving kiss,’ 


the Princess, thinking (as she well might) that he was talking 
a little too freely, addresses her ladies with 


‘Come, to our pavilion : Boyet is dispos’d.’ 


2. €. is inclined to wanton mirth, using such language as we 
ought not to hear,—though Boyet, choosing to understand 
‘dispos’d@ simply in the sense of ‘ inclin’d,’ immediately adds 

Ay , 5 , 


‘ But to speak that in words, which his eye hath disclos’d,’ ” 


p. 38. 


And to show that such was the meaning of “ dispos’d”’ in the 
Princess’s speech, I cited passages from Peele’s Kdward L,, 
from three plays of Beaumont and Fletcher, and from Brome’s 
Covent-Garden weeded. 

We thus see that, in his recent annotation on the word “ dis- 
pos’d,” Mr. Collier garbles my note on Beaumont and Fletcher, 
—that he mentions the explanation “ wantonly merry,” not 
as mine, but as one with which he had been familiar all along, 
—and that he concludes with a statement in every way un- 
true, viz. that I blamed him for falling into an error which I 
was the first to commit,—when, in reality, I blamed him for 


* The first volume of that edition having been published last of all. 
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not putting a full-point after “ dispos’d””—wHIicH HE HAS NOW 
SILENTLY DONE. 

It may perhaps be thought that here, as occasionally else- 
where in this volume, I have quoted too much from myself ; 
but I am absolutely compelled to do so, having to deal with 
the least honest of adversaries. 


P. 118,—act iii. se. 1. 


**« By thy favour, sweet welkin, I must sigh in thy face: 
Moist-eyed melancholy, valour gives thee place.’ 


Motst-ryED melancholy,| Such is the appropriate compound epithet in 
the corr. fo. 1632: the old reading, ‘Most rude melancholy,’ was an easy 
misprint, especially when we bear in mind that ‘ eyed’ was, at that date, 
sometimes spelt evede: the emendation preserves what we are confident 
Shakespeare must have written. In what way had melancholy shown 
itself most rude ? it was proverbially ‘moist-eyed.’ ” 

A more stupid alteration than “ moist-eyed” can hardly 
be imagined: the Ms. Corrector did not understand the pass- 
age:— nor, indeed, does Mr. Collier; to whose question, 
“In what way had melancholy shown itself most rude 2” the 
answer 18 pat —“ By sighing in the face of the welkin,” — for 
which Armado is offering an apology. 


P. 182,—act iv. se. 2. 
** Celestial, as thou art, O! pardon, love, this wrong, 
That sings heaven’s praise with such an earthly tongue 1” 
So Mr. Collier, like the other modern editors, points the 
passage,— and quite against the sense; which requires “O, 
pardon love this wrong,” &c. 


act iv. sec. 3. 


“* Black is the badge of hell, 
The hue of dungeons, and the shade of night.’ 


Pals. 


It is schoole of night in the 4to. and folios, but schoole must be wrong. 
Warburton proposed scow! and Theobald stole: Mr. Dyce suggests soyle 
—highly improbable. The Ms. correction in the fo. 1632 is ‘shade of 
night’... . a familiar and natural expression.” 


In my Remarks, &c., p. 39, I merely queried if the right 
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reading here was ascertained by the following lines, with which 
Chapman opens his Humorous Dayes Myrth, 1599? 


“Yet hath the morning sprinckled throwt [sic] the clowdes 
But halfe her tincture, and the soyle of night 
Stickes stil upon the bosome of the ayre :” 


and I cited from Midsummer-Night’s Dream, act 1. sc. 1,— 
“ Brief as the lightning in the collied |i.e. sotled,—black | night :” 


nor even now am I inclined to allow that in the present pass- 
age “soil” is a “highly improbable” lection. — In my ed. of 
Shakespeare, however, I have printed, with Theobald, “the 
stole of night ;” which seems, on the whole, the least objec- 
tionable reading.—The Ms. Corrector’s “ shade of night’’ is 
wretchedly feeble: —to say, as Mr. Collier does, that it is a 
“familiar expression,” is in fact saying that it is at variance 
with the style of the rhyming speeches in this scene. 


P. 152,—act v. se. 2. 


** fos. ’Ware pencils! How? let me not die your debtor,” &c. 


When, in my Few Notes, &c., p. 56, I gave what is indu- 
bitably the true reading of this line, — 


“?Ware pencils, ho / let me not die your debtor,” &¢.,— 


I was not aware that the same correction had been made long 
ago by Hanmer. 


P. 153, 


<¢¢ And shape his service wholly to my behests, 
And make him proud to make me proud that jests.’ 


act V. 8C. 2. 


BEHESTS| This judicious alteration was made by the editor of the folio, 
1632; in that of 1623, as well as in the 4to. of 1598, device is printed for 
“behests,’” &c. 
Not avery “judicious alteration.” Shakespeare evidently 
wrote, — 
‘And shape his service wholly to my hesé¢s, 


And make,” &e. 
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. | P. 154,—act v. se. 2. 


“*¢ Arm, wenches, arm! encounterers mounted are 
Against your peace.’ 


: ENCOUNTERERS] So the corr. fo. 1632. The usual reading has been 
encounters, but those who support it have not told us in what way 
11 encounters could be mounted.” 
In Antony and Cleopatra, act 11. sc. 2, Mr. Collier gives,— 
“JT did enquire it ; 
And have my learning from some true reports, 
That drew their swords with you :” 


but, to be consistent, he ought to have printed “some true 
| reporters,” and to have observed in a note that “those who 
i support the old reading have not told us in what way reports 
| could draw their swords.” 
| Does Mr. Collier need to be told that in poetry the ab- 
at stract is frequently used for the concrete? 


P. 174,— act v. se. 2. 


** A heavy heart bears but a humble tongue.” 


So Mr. Collier amends the corrupt reading of the old eds., 
bears not a humble tongue:” but his emendation is 
unsuited to the context, for the Princess is not speaking of 
} the character of her thanks, only of their scantiness. Here, 
at least, he ought to have been guided by his Ms. Corrector, 
" who, like Theobald, reads, — 


| | “A heavy heart bears not a nimble tongue.” 


(<4 


P. 175,—act v. se. 2. 
*¢* And even that falsehood, in itself so base, 


Thus purifies itself, and turns to grace.’ 


Biron meant to conclude his speech with four rhyming lines, but he has 
been defeated by a corruption which crept into the old text, viz. a sin 
| for ‘so base.’ The jingle leads to the detection of the error, pointed out 
| in the corr. fo. 1632,” d&e. 


4 When Mr. Collier converts “a sin” into two words utterly 

dissimilar in sound and letters, “so base,” and merely for the 
> ) z 

ri | sake of introducing a rhyme,—he is no longer editing Shake- 
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speare, but re-writing him.—The alteration in an earlier part 
of the play, of “device” to “ behests,” or, more properly, to 
“hests” (see p. 59 of this vol.) is a very different matter. 


P. 178,—act v. se. 2. 
**¢ Deaf’d with the clamours of their own dire groans,’ &e. 


It [the corr. fo. 1632] reads ‘dire’ for dear; and the epithet is so much 
more applicable to ‘ groans’ that we adopt it,’ &c. 


Yet on the line of Hamlet, act i. sc. 2,— 
“Would I had met my dearest foe in heaven,” &c. 


Mr. Collier puts a note, “‘ Dearest’? means here direst.” 


MIDSUMMER-NIGHT’S DREAM. 


P. 199,—act 11. se. 1. 


*¢*'The cowslips tall her pensioners be ; 
In their gold coats spots you see.’ 


In, their gold coats spots you see.| In the corr. fo. 1632 this and the pre- 
ceding line are thus given :— 
‘The cowslips a// her pensioners be ; 
In their gold cups spots you see.’ 

Certainly, cowslips are not ‘tall;’? and when Mr. Dyce, in his ‘Few 
Notes,’ &c. p. 61, speaks of the diminutive size of fairies, he quite forgets 
that Oberon, Titania, Puck, &c., must have been represented by human 
beings, and not by creatures to whom cowslips would be ‘tall.’ Though 
the objection is futile, we refrain on other grounds from disturbing the 
old text.” 

I suspect that Mr. Collier would be rather puzzled, if 
called upon to explain what the above note really means.— 
“Mr. Dyce quite forgets that Oberon, Titania, Puck, &c., 
must have been represented by human beings”! Verily, I 
never supposed that Shakespeare could command the services 
of super-human performers; but I held it for certain (as I 
still do) that the “fairy elves,’ who must have been so dis- 
tinctly visible to his mind’s eye while he was composing this 
enchanting drama, bore not the most distant resemblance to 
the actors by whom they were to be represented; that, for 
instance, when he described Cobweb as in some danger of 
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J | being “ overflown with a honey-bag,” he was thinking of a 
if \ creature incalculably more diminutive than the urchin who 
was to figure as Cobweb on the stage. 


iy) P. 234, —act iv. sc. 1. 
** ‘Seeking sweet savours for this hateful fool,’ &c. 


Fisher's 4to. alone reads favours for ‘savours.’ Hither may be right, but 
“savours,’ in the sense of perfumes, seems preferable. Mr. Dyce is for 
| * favours’ (‘ Few Notes,’ p. 62), and there can be no reason why he should 
not indulge his choice: we only ask the same privilege.” 


I may just notice, that in preferring “favours,” I am kept 
in countenance by the three latest editors, —Mr. Halliwell, 
| Mr. Staunton, and Mr. Grant White (though the last-men- 
ea tioned gentleman in his Shakespeare’s Scholar, &c. had main- 
| tained the superiority of “ savours”). 


P. 235, —act iv. se. 1. 

T4 Obe. * * * * * * 
Titania, music call ; and strike more dead 
Than common sleep of all these five the sense. 

Tita. Music, ho! music! such as charmeth sleep. 

Puck. Now, when thou wak’st, with thine own fool’s eyes peep. 
| Obe. Sound, music! Come, my queen, take hands with me, 
And rock the ground whereon these sleepers be.’ 


music! such as charmeth sleep| After these words in the folio, 1623, we 
\ have the stage-direction ‘ Music still ;’ which means, probably, that the 
music was to be heard for a while, and to cease before Puck spoke, as 
| Oberon afterwards exclaims, ‘Sound, music!’ when it was to be renewed. 
If, as Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ 48) suggests, ‘still music’ had been meant, 
) the direction would not have been ‘music still.’ He evidently does not 
| understand the force of the adverb: he mistakes it for the adjective, 
| which occurs afterwards.” 


Let Mr. Collier say what he pleases, I am positive that 


“ Music still’? means still or soft music; which, instead of 
TH | “ceasing before Puck spoke,”’ was not intended to commence 
J 


at all till Oberon had exclaimed “Sound, music!” The stage- 
direction (as is often the case with stage-directions in old 
| plays) was placed thus early, to warn the musicians to be in 
readiness. But Mr. Collier writes, “If, as Mr. Dyce (¢Re- 
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marks,’ 48) suggests, ‘ still music’ had been meant, the direc- 
tion would not have been ‘ music still?’ ”—ves, Mr. Collier 
ventures so to write,—trusting that none of his readers will 
take the trouble to refer to my Remarks, &c., where T have 
quoted from the old eds. of Beaumont and Fletcher’s Triumph 
of Time the following stage-direction, in which the epithet 
applied to “ Trumpets” 1s pur Last,—“ Jupiter and Mercury 
descend severally. Trumpets small above.” 

Mr. Staunton (who adheres to the folio in placing the 
stage-direction “ Music still” immediately after Titania’s 
speech) observes; “We apprehend, by ‘ Music stil?’ or ¢ still 
music, was meant soft, subdued music, such music as Titania 
could command,—‘as charmeth sleep ;’ the object of it being 
to — 


: strike more dead 


9 


Than common sleep 


This bemg effected, Oberon himself calls for more stirring 
strains while he and the Queen take hands — 


‘And rock the ground whereon these sleepers be.’” 


I am glad to find that Mr. Staunton agrees with me as to 
the meaning of the words “ Music still.” I cannot, however, 
agree with him in the rest of his explanation. I believe that 
the music is not heard till Oberon echoes Titania’s call for it ; 
and that to the said still or soft music (the sole object of 
which is to lull the five sleepers) some sort of a pas de deux is 
danced by the fairy king and queen. 


P. 254, —act v. se. 2. 


** ¢ Never mole, hare-lip, nor scar, 
Nor mark prodigious, such as are 
Despised in nativity, 
Shall upon their children be, 
With this field-dew consecrate. 
Every fairy take his gait, 
And each several chamber bless, 
Through this palace with sweet peace : 
Ever shall it safely rest,’ &c. 


So the corr. fo. 1632 : the usual reading has been ‘ ever shall in safety 
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rest,’ which is decidedly wrong. This is one of the instances in which 
Mr. Singer adopts the emendation of the old Ms. annotator, but, al- 
though he makes a note on the passage, he forgets to acknowledge his 
obligation. He does not follow the punctuation of this song recom- 
mended on the same authority, and as decidedly accurate. The fairies 
were not to be ‘ with this field-dew consecrate ;’ they could not need it, 
but the children who were to be thus exempted from ‘ mark prodigious.’ ” 


It was hardly necessary for Mr. Singer to acknowledge his 
obligation to “the old Ms. annotator” for an emendation 
which is to be found in Pope’s edition.*—When Mr. Collier 
tells us that “ the fairies were not to be ‘ with this field-dew 
consecrate ;’ they could not need it,” he altogether misunder- 
stands the line, which means, “with this consecrated field- 
dew,” i.e. fairy holy-water ; and when he adds, that the field- 
dew was intended for “ the children,’ he most unaccountably 
forgets that, as “the couples three” have only just retired to 
their respective bridal chambers, the usual period must elapse 
before the birth of “the children ;’’—by which time “ THIs 
field-dew” (so very prematurely provided) was not unlikely to 
lose its virtue, and even to evaporate, though in the keepimg 
of fairies. Mr. Collier, therefore, if he should publish a third 
edition, will do well to return to the punctuation of the old 
copies ; 

“¢ Never mole, hare-lip, nor scar, 
Nor mark prodigious, such as are 
Despised in nativity, 

Shall upon their children be. 
With this field-dew consecrate, 
Every fairy take his gait,” &c. 


THE MERCHANT OF VENICE. 


P. 274, —act 1. se. 2. 

‘¢< Ay, that’s a colt, indeed, for he doth nothing but talk of his 
horse; and he makes it a great approbation of his own good parts, that 
he can shoe him himself.’ 


—a great APPROBATION of his own good parts,| z.e. A great proof of his 


* Malone ad l. makes a mistake in saying, “ Mr. Pope and the subsequent 
editors read ‘ E’er shall it in safety rest.’” 
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own good parts. This is the excellent emendation in the corr. fo. 1632 : 
the old word is appropriation, which occurs no where else in Shake- 
speare.” 

Mr. Collier, by some oversight, does not apprise the reader 
of all that the Ms. Corrector has perpetrated here: the old 
eds. have “a great appropriation to his own good parts,’ — 
which affords a meaning so clear and satisfactory, that the 
Corrector must have had the pruritus emendandi more than 
usually strong upon him when he altered it. 


P. 293, 


act ll. sc. 5. 
‘¢ ¢ Fast bind, fast find,’ dc. 


The corr. fo. 1632 has this proverb, ‘Safe bind, safe find,’ which may 
only denote a difference of recitation: the usual form is that of the 
text, and it occurs in Fletcher’s ‘Spanish Curate,’ A. ii. sc. 2; a better 
authority for the purpose than Mr. Dyce was able to quote in his ‘ Re- 
marks,’ [ew Wotes,] p. 64, where he merely refers to Cotgrave,” &. 


Mr. Collier is mistaken. I could not well be ignorant 
that “ Fast bind, fast find” occurred in Fletcher’s Spanish 
Curate, act ii. sc. 2 (where, in my ed. of that play, Beaumont 
and Fletcher’s Works, viii. 421, I have put a note referring to 
the present passage of The Merchant of Venice) ; I knew, too, 
that it occurred in some other poets; but, my object not 
being properly the illustration of Shakespeare, it was unne- 
cessary that I should quote such authorities ;— enough if I 
showed the foolishness of the Ms. Corrector in attempting to 
vary a proverb which was so very common that Cotgrave has 
introduced it in his Dict. (sub Bon) as equivalent to “ Bon 
guet chasse malaventure.”’ 


P. 304, —act iil. se. 1. 
** Enter TUBAL. 
Shy. How now, Tubal?” &c. 

Here Mr. Collier accuses Mr. Singer, —as, in his Preface, 
he accuses me,—of silently borrowing from him “this new 
arrangement” of the entrance of Tubal; a charge which, like 
most of Mr. Collier’s other charges, happens to be false: see 
p. 4 of the present volume. 


STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES 


P. 309,—act i. se. 2. 
*¢¢Q love! be moderate ; allay thy ecstasy ; 


In measure rein thy joy; scant this excess,’ &c. 


In measure nur thy joy ;| The 4to. by Roberts has ‘ range thy joy,’ the 
other old editions raine, leaving it somewhat doubtful whether we should 
read ‘rein’ or rain. Mr. Dyce is for rain (‘ Remarks,’ 57), and I was 
formerly of the same opinion; but Portia, I am convinced, means only 
curb your joys, restrain them, and she therefore follows up the exclama- 
tion by ‘scant this excess.’ ”’ 

Is it usual to talk of “reining” any thing “in measure” ? 
and do not the words “ scant this excess,”’ which Mr. Collier 
adduces in support of “vein,” distinctly prove that it is the 
wrong reading ? 


P. 315,—act ii. sce. 2. 


“¢ ¢The best condition’d and unwearied’st spirit 
In doing courtesies,’ &c. 


It is ‘ unwearied spirit’ in the old copies, but the superlative is exactly 
in Shakespeare’s manner, and it accords with the preceding part of the 
line ‘the best conditioned.’ The change is derived from the corr. fo. 
1632.” 

Mr. Hunter also (New Illust. of Shakespeare, i. 828) says 
that “ unwearied should evidently be unweariedst :’ but Mr. 
Halliwell is certainly right when he observes ad /., that “this 
is not the only instance [in our old writers] where the posi- 
tive adjective is used in conjunction with the superlative, the 
force of the latter being understood. Thus, in the previous 
act, —‘to make me d/est or cursed’st, among men.’ ” 


P. 339,-—act v. se. 1. 


“** look, how the floor of heaven 
Is thick inlaid with patterns of bright gold,’ &. 


The question here is between ‘ patterns’ and pattens: the Rev. Mr. Dyce 
prefers patiens, but cites no older authority than Coles’s Dict.: the 
Promptorium Parvulorum would have been better, and there he might 
have found ‘Patena, or pateyne of a chalys.’? (Edit. Camd. Soc. 385.) 
But the truth is, that Shakespeare had no such far-fetched allusion: 
he was thinking of the ‘ patterns of bright gold’ which inlaid the floor 
of heaven. Mr. Dyce asks (‘ Remarks,’ p. 59), ‘How could ‘the floor of 
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heaven’ be inlaid with ‘patterns’? Just like any other ornamental 
floor ; ornamental floors are always inlaid with patterns, and generally 
of stars. Surely Mr. Dyce never can have seen a floor of this descrip- 
tion, or he would not have made the inquiry. Pattens, or more properly 
patines, could hardly apply to the stars which form ‘ patterns’ on ‘ the 
floor of heaven.’ The word in the old copies is pattents, pattens, and 
patterns. We prefer the last.” 


In this effort to evince the superiority of “ patterns” over 
the established reading “patines,’ Mr. Collier has produced a 
curious piece of annotation, almost unique in its reasoning and 
in its style-—Here he cites my Remarks, &c.: but he forbears 
to refer to another publication of mine equally well known to 
him, A Few Notes, &c.: and why? for a very good reason, 
viz. because in it I adduced, from Sylvester’s Du Bartas, the 
two following quotations, each of them, as Mr. Collier must 
feel, tellmg very strongly against the reading with which he 
has impaired the beauty of a memorable passage ; 


‘Th’ Almighties finger fixed many a million 
Of golden scutchions [the original has “ platines dorees”| in 
that rich pavillion.” 
The Fourth Day of the First Week, p. 33, ed. 1641. 


‘That sumptuous canapy, 
The which th’ un-niggard hand of Majesty 
Poudred so thick with shields [the original has “ escussons” | 
so shining cleer,” &e. Id. p. 34. 


P. 340, —act v. se. 1. 
“** Peace! now the moon sleeps with Endymion, | Music ceases. 


And would not be awak’d,’ 


‘Now’ seems to have been misprinted how in the old copies, and modern 
editors, not knowing what to do with it, have usually converted it into 
an interjection ho/ Portia is assigning a reason for the cessation of the 
music, viz. because it willawake the moon now sleeping with Endymion. 
The emendation of how to ‘now’ is made in the corr. fo. 1632.” 


Here “how” is clearly the old spelling of “ho,” just as 
in Antony and Cleopatra, act i. sc. 2, where the old copies 
have “ From Sicyon how the news?” and where the Ms. Cor- 
rector, “not knowing what to do with it,” again changes 
“how” to “now.”—Since Mr. Collier, in a note on the latter 
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passage, observes, “It is very possible that the true text is, 
‘From Sicyon, ho/ the news?’”—one might have expected 
that here too the possibility of “ho” being the true text would 
have suggested itself to him. (For much more on 


“Peace, ho! the moon sleeps with Endymion,” &c., 


see my ed. of Shakespeare, vol. ii. 829.) 


AS YOU LIKE TT: 


P. 370,—act 11. se. I. 
“ the poor dappled fools,” We. 


On these words,—which are passed over by all the com- 
mentators without any note,—the following passage may be 
cited : 


“Then he stroking once or twice his prettie goate (which hee 
yet held fast by the hornes) said thus, Lie downe, pide foole, by me, 
for we shall haue time enough to returne home againe.” 

Shelton’s Don Quixote, Part First, p. 556, ed. 1612, 4to. 


P. 3738,—act 11. se. 3. 


*¢¢Q, unhappy youth! 
Come not within these doors: within this roof 
The enemy of all your graces lives.’ 


WITHIN this roof | This may be right, and we do not alter it ; but ‘ beneath 
this roof? seems more proper, and that is the word in the corr. fo. 1632. 
Perhaps the old printer repeated ‘ within’ by mistake.” 


It is most unwise in Mr. Collier to commit himself, as 
here and in fifty other places, by thinking it necessary to say 
something in favour of those very readings of his Corrector 
which he does not adopt. — “‘ Roof” was often used for the 
house in general ; 


“Tf time, and foode, and wine enough acrue 
Within your roofe to vs,” &e. 
Chapman’s Homer's Odysses, b. xiv. p. 216, ed. fo. 
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P, 378, act 1. sc. 5. 
** «And tune his merry note,’ dc. 


It is ‘¢wrne his merry note’ in the folios, but amended to ‘ tune his merry 
note’ in the corr. fo. 1632. Pope also read tune. This is one of the 
cases in which modern editors have tried to justify one corruption by 
another: it is misprinted twrn in one of Hall’s ‘Satires.’” 


Whenever Mr. Collier encounters a passage in some other 
author which provokingly militates against an alteration made 
by his Corrector, he forthwith, as here, pronounces that pass- 
age to be corrupt.—There is no reason to suspect a misprint 
in the lines of Hall, — 


‘¢ While threadbare Martial ¢wrns his merry note, 
To beg of Rufus a cast winter-coat.” 


and, as Whiter observes, “To turn a tune, in the counties of 
York and Durham, is the appropriate and familiar phrase for 
modulating the voice properly according to the turns or air of 
the tune.” 


P. 384,—act i. se. 7. 


**¢ And therefore sit you down in gentleness, 
And take upon commend what help we have, 
That to your wanting may be minister’d.’ 


And take upon commend what help we have,| Orlando has previously 
spoken of ‘commandment,’ which he finds unnecessary; and here the 
Duke tells him to ‘take upon commend’ (as opposed to command) what 
he requires. ‘Commend’ is misprinted command in the folios, but the 
small, though important error is set right by the alteration of a letter 
in the corr. fo. 1632. The verb to ‘commend’ is explained in our dic- 
tionaries ‘To give any thing into the hands of another :’ Orlando was to 
take what he needed as a free gift, and not as a violent enforcement.” 


If Mr. Collier had not been under a sort of spell, thrown 
over him by the Ms. Corrector, he never would have tried to 
expound such a senseless alteration as “upon commend,” by 
referring to what precedes,—he would have dismissed it in 
silence.—The meaning of the old reading, though dark to the 
Ms. Corrector, hardly requires a gloss: most people will see 
immediately that ‘upon command” is equivalent to “as you 
may choose to order, — at your will and pleasure.” 
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et P. 394,—act iii. se. 2. 

“*¢T answer you right painted cloth,’ &c. 

} 
ba ‘Painted cloth’ was a substitute for tapestry, and sentences of brevity 
Mh and wisdom were inscribed upon both. The Rev. Mr. Dyce, in his ‘ Re- 
ia] marks’ (p. 61), has a long note upon ‘ painted cloth,’ in which, for the 
sake perhaps of his elaborate explanation, he supposes somebody to have 
confounded it with tapestry : he is quite correct.” 

Let the reader judge if the above note is written in a 
truthful and gentlemanly spirit, when he learns that my “ ela- 
| borate explanation” of painted cloth was called forth by the 
} note which Mr. Collier appended to the present passage in his 

former edition, and which stood verbatim thus ; 
‘* Orlando’s reply has reference to the sentences often inscribed upon 


TAPESTRY or ‘ painted cloth :’ ‘I answer you right painted cloth;’ 2.¢. 
exactly in the style of the inscriptions upon TAPESTRY.” 


4, P. 426, — act v. se. 3. 


*¢ “yet the note was very untimeable.’ 


Here the corr. fo. 1632 comes materially to our aid, for the printed read- 
| ing in all the old copies being wntwneable, it is amended in Ms. to ‘un- 
y timeable,’ which entirely accords with what follows.” 
| The reading “ untimeable,” which Mr. Collier brings for- 
| ward as a novelty, is to be found in Theobald’s edition, with 
the remark that “time and tune are frequently misprinted for 
: one another in the old editions of Shakespeare :’—it may be 
i remarked too that dime and tune were formerly synonymous. 


THE TAMING OF THE SHREW. 
P. 452,— Induction, sc. 2. 


| 
| | 
| f ““ Sly. Well, we'll see it. Come, madam wife, sit by my side, 
| | We shall ne’er be younger, and let the world slide.” 


1 | Such is the Ms. Corrector’s alteration of a speech that in 
the original is manifestly prose,— 
$ 


. é : ; 
“Sly. Well, we'll see’t. Come, madam wife, sit by my side, and 
let the world s/ip : we shall ne’er be younger ;” 


and this most unwarrantable mangling of the text for the sake 
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of producing a hobbling rickety couplet is termed by Mr. 
Collier “a small change and transposition,” and “a fortunate 
restoration of what must have been the language of Shake- 
speare.” 


P. 454, —act 1. se. 1. 


* Tuc. Gramercies, Tranio, well dost thou advise. 
If, Biondello, thou wert come ashore, 
We could at once put us in readiness, 
And take a lodging fit to entertain 
Such friends as time in Padua shall beget.” 


In the second line the Ms. Corrector gives “If Biondello 
now were come ashore,” which is beyond a doubt the true 
reading (for Lucentio’s apostrophe to the absent Biondello is 
quite out of place): yet Mr. Collier, who, in so many passages 
of these plays (see, for instance, the preceding article and 
the next but one) introduces changes by his Corrector which 
will make the hair (or wigs) of all future editors stand on end, 
is here suddenly seized with groundless scruples, and “ ob- 
jects to alter the text always imputed to Shakespeare.” 


P. 456,—act 1. se. 1. 

‘¢¢There ; love is not so great, Hortensio, but we may blow our nails 
together, and fast it fairly out: our cake’s dough on both sides.’ 

THERE ; love is not so great,| The old 4to. here assists us; for ‘there,’ 
as it stands in that edition, is altered to ¢hezr in the folio, 1623, and has 
thus produced doubt and difficulty... . . ‘There’ is not to be taken 
as an adverb of place, but merely as an expletive, as the commencement 
of an observation, in the same way that wed/ is not unfrequently em- 
ployed.” 

My. Collier does not mention that the 4to has no point 
after “there,’— which word in the present passage is a stark 
misprint ; nor does he mention that the third folio reads “ our 
love is not so great,” &c.,—which at least affords a meaning. 
Malone’s conjecture is, “ Your love,” &c.; mine, “ This love,” 
Xe. 


P. 458,— act 1. se. 1. 
“¢¢ Tuc. O! yes, I saw sweet beauty in her face, 
Such as the daughter of Agenor’s race, 
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That made great Jove to humble him to her hand, 
When with his knees he kiss’d the Cretan strand.’ 


Such as the daughter of Agenor’s RAcE,] We can well believe that Lu- 
centio would rhyme in his rapture, and the old corrector of the folio, 
1632, tells us that he did so, in the two first as well as in the two last 
lines of his speech. The old line is very tame and prosaic for the occa- 
sion, 


‘Such as the daughter of Agenor had.’ 


There can be no dispute as to the rhymes ‘hand’ and ‘ strand,’ and per- 
haps there ought to be none as to ‘ face’ and ‘race.’ ” 


It is plain that when Mr. Collier adopted this abominable 
alteration, — by which, for the sake of a rhyme, the sense is 
destroyed and the grammar violated, — he had not taken the 
trouble to consult his Classical Dictionary: if he had, he - 
would have learned that the lady in question, Evropa, was 
really, as described in the old copies of the play, “THE DAUGH- 
TER OF AGENOR;” and, on ascertaining that fact, he must 
have rejected the substituted reading, “the daughter of Age- 
nor’s race,” because, —even supposing it to mean any thing 
at all,—it is certainly no description of Agenor’s daughter. 


P. 502,—act iv. se. 2. 
*“¢ but at last I spied 
An ancient ambler coming down the hill, 
Will serve the turn.’ 


An ancient amBuER coming down the hill,| Great disputes have been 
carried on among the commentators respecting this line, which stands as 
follows in the 4to. and folio, 1623 :— 


‘An antient Angell comming downe the hill.’ 


The question is, what is meant here by ‘an ancient angel’? The old 
corrector of the folio, 1632, informs us that the word has always been 
misprinted, and that the printer mistook angel for another word. begin- 
ning with the same letter, viz. “ambler:’ the ‘“mercatanté or pedant’ 
was on foot, as Biondello plainly saw, and therefore he called him ‘an 
ambler.’.. . . The notion of Mr. Dyce (‘Few Notes,’ p. 71) that ‘an- 
cient angel’ means ‘simply an old worthy,’ savours a little too much of 
simplicity to merit serious advocacy, much less, refutation.” 


I think that it “savours” of something more than “sim- 
plicity”’ to insert in the text such a portentous reading as 
“ambler,”—one of the very worst ‘shots’ the Corrector ever 
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made. I think, too, that Mr. Collier was prudent in suppress- 
ing my reasons for believing that here “‘an ancient angel’ is 
equivalent to an ancient worthy, or simply to an old fellow ;”’ 
for by so doing he has avoided the necessity of a “ refutation,” 
which it would have cost him some trouble to compose. My 
authority for that “notion” is Cotgrave’s Dictionary, where 
we find; “ Angelot a la grosse escaille. An old Angell; and 
by metaphor, a fellow of th’ old, sound, honest, and worthie 
stamp ;” which, I am now convinced, not only determines 
that “angel” is our poet’s word in the present passage, but 
also illustrates it.— When I brought forward this valuable 
quotation from Cotgrave in my Few Notes, &c., p. 71, I did 
not know that it had been already adduced by Mr. Singer in 
his Shakespeare, 1826,— where he observes that the “ ancient 
angel” of the text is the ‘good soul” of Gascoigne’s Sup- 
poses, from which this part of The Taming of the Shrew is 
taken.—I have the satisfaction of being able to add, that the 
“notion,” which Mr. Collier treats with such ineffable con- 
tempt, has met with the full approbation of the latest editor 
of the play, Mr. Staunton. 


P. 521,—act v. se. 2. 
‘¢¢ Have at you for a better jest or two.’ 


So all the old copies, 4to. and folio; but Capell suggested ‘ditier jest or 
two.’ 99 


If the Ms. Corrector had also “suggested ‘ bitter, ””? Mr. 
Collier would most likely have adopted it,— and he would 
have done rightly; for “better” is akin to nonsense. (In 
act iii. sc. 2, Katharine, speaking of Petruchio, says, 


“T told you, I, he was a frantic fool, 
Hiding his bitter ests in blunt behaviour,” &c.) 


ALL’S WELL THAT ENDS WELL. 
P. 546,—act 1. se. 3. 


‘¢¢ Diana, no queen of virgins, that would suffer her poor knight to 
be surprised,’ &c. 
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4 | Theobald supplied the words ‘ Diana, no,’ which are omitted in the old 
copies: he also added ‘to be’ in the next line, and those words seem 
equally necessary, though the Rev. Mr. Dyce, in his ‘ Remarks’ (p. 69), 
| contends that they are not wanted : if not supplied, they must be under- 
| stood : his quotation only shows that ¢o may be elided, not ‘to be.’”’ 
| As the lines which I adduced in my Remarks, &c., have 
not convinced Mr. Collier that “to be” in the present passage 
is, according to the phraseology of our early writers, a super- 
fluous addition, I subjoin from my Few Notes, &c., p. 72, a 
couple of quotations which must finally settle the point ; 
“By which her fruitful vine and wholesome fare 
She suffer’d spoil’d, to make a childish snare.” 
Hero and Leander,—Marlowe’s Works, iii. 61, ed. Dyce. 


yf “Least we should be spotted with the staine of ingratitude, in 
suffering the princesse inwury vnreuenged.” 
Greene’s Penelope's Web, sig. D 2, ed. 1601. 


P. 558,— act 1. se. 1. 


*<¢ Laf. Pardon, my lord, | Aneeling.] for me and for my tidings. 
King. Vl see thee to stand up. 
Laf. Then here’s a man stands, that has brought his pardon.’ 


PU sux thee to stand up.) * See’ is the reading of all the old copies; but 
in Malone’s Shakespeare by Boswell, ‘see’ is printed fee, without any 
notice of the change. In ‘The Merchant of Venice,’ A. iii. sc. 2, ‘fee 
me an Officer’ is misprinted ‘ see me an officer,’ and blunders, occasioned 
by a confusion between the long sand /, are frequent; but in this in- 
stance, why was the king to fee Lafeu to stand up: he had nothing to 
. do but to tell him to rise, which he did by saying in effect, ‘I would 

rather sce thee stand up than kneel.’ ” 


| But the odd expression, “T’ll see thee to stand up,” 
Na could not possibly mean,—as Mr. Collier would make it 
| mean,— ‘I would rather see thee stand up than kneel :” and, 
| ; even allowing that such might be its signification, what pro- 
| priety is there in the reply of Lafeu, 


The fact is, in each of these two speeches there is a slight 


|} | “Then here’s a man stands, that has brought his pardon” ? 
/ 
error, which Theobald corrected thus, as the sense requires ; 


“ King. Vl fee thee to stand up. 
Laf. Then here’s a man stands, that has bought his pardon.” 


VOL. I.] OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE, 75 


P. 579, — act i. se. 2. 


‘« “Tf thou engrossest all the griefs as thine, 
Thou robb’st me of a moiety.’ 


The emendation of the corr. fo. 1632: it is ‘all the griefs are thine’ in 
the folios ; but the clear meaning is, that the Countess will not have her 
share of griefs, if Helena engross the whole of them as her own: the 
misprint is are for ‘as.’”’ 


But what is “the meaning” of “all THe griefs as thine” 
(which Rowe also inconsiderately printed)? The old reading 
is clearly the genuine one, —“ all the griefs are thine,” Le. 
“all the griefs that are thine.” 


P. 596, — act iv. sc. 2. 


“¢ But, fair soul, 
In your fine frame hath love no quality ? 
If the quick fire of youth light not your mind, 
You are no maiden, but a monument : 
When you are dead, you should be such a one 
As you are now, for you are cold and stone ; 
And now you should be as your mother was, 
When your sweet self was got.’ 


— for you are cold and stonx ;| This is the excellent emendation of the 
corr. fo. 1632, and we cannot doubt that it gives the genuine language 
of Shakespeare : it is peculiarly in his manner, and the whole figure is 
thus brought toa climax. It is ‘cold and sterne’ in the folios; and the 
final e in the last word, no doubt, led to the blunder. Diana was no 
‘maiden, but a monument,’ and therefore ‘cold and stone.’ So Spenser, 
Amoretti, Son. liv. :— 
‘What then can move her? if not mirth nor mone, 


She is no woman, but a senseless stone.’ 


Shakespeare, in the same way, intended a couplet.”’ 


This is only another instance of the Ms. Corrector’s rage 
for introducing rhymes where they were never intended by 
Shakespeare. Here, too, we have a’proof that Mr. Collier, 
in his slavish submission to the dictates of the Corrector, has 
lost all perception of those less glaring incongruities of ex- 
pression, which he ought to have felt that a truly great writer 
could never fall into: — “ for you are cold and stoner” is not 
the language of Shakespeare. 
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TWELFTH-NIGHT. 

P. 671,—act 11. sc. 3. 

“¢< call me cut.’ 

‘Cut’ was a common term of contempt, and seems equivalent to Fal- 
staff’s ‘call me horse,’ in ‘Henry IV.’ pt. i.; for cut and horse were 
synonymous.... - ‘Gut? (as Steevens suggests) was probably abbre- 
viated from curial, a horse whose tail has been docked ; and hence the 
frequent opposition, in old comic writers, of cut and longtail. ‘The Rev. 
Mr. Dyce in a note on ‘ Wit at several Weapons’ (B. and F. iv. 39) says 
that cut and longtail means ‘ dogs of all kinds.’ What marks of admira- 
tion would he not have placed after it, if any other editor had committed 
such a mistake !” 

Here I might be excused if 1 had recourse to “marks of 
admiration,”—at the forgetfulness, the inconsistency, and the 
presumption of Mr. Collier. 

In vol. i. p. 222 of his present edition Mr. Collier has the 
following note on The Merry Wives of Windsor, act i. se. 4; 

“© come cut and long-tail,| A phrase expressive of dogs of every kind ; 
which Slender applies to persons precisely in the same way as by [sic] 
Pompey in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Wit at several Weapons’ (edit. 
Dyce, iv. p. 39) :” 
yet so treacherous is Mr. Collier’s memory, that, entirely for- 
getting what I have just quoted, — forgetting that he had 
told his readers, with a special reference to “ Beaumont and 
Fletcher’s ‘Wit at several Weapons’ (edit. Dyce, iv. p. 39),” 
that come cut and long-tail is “a phrase expressive of Does 
OF EVERY KIND,” —he now accuses me of having “ committed 
a mistake” when “in a note on ‘ Wit at several Weapons’ 
(B. and’F, iv. 39) I said that cut and long-tatl means ‘Does 
OF ALL KINDS.’ ” 

And what grounds has Mr. Collier for all at once assert- 
ing that I “committed a mistake”? Does he suppose that, 
because “ cut’? means “horse,” the phrase “ cut and long- 
tail” was necessarily derived from horses? On the contrary, 
there is every reason to believe that it was originally applied 
to dogs ; 

“Yea, even their verie Docs, Rug, Rig, and Risbie, yea, cut and 
long-taile, they shall be welcome.” 

Ulpian Fulwell’s Art of Flattery, 1576, sig. G3. 
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“When as Dorilus arose, 
Whistles Cut-tayle from his play, 
And along with them he goes.” 
Drayton, — The Shepheards Swrena, p. 152, 
(appended to The Battaile of Agincourt, 
&c.), 1627. 


Other passages might be cited to the same effect. 


P. 695,— act ii. se. 4. 

“¢ Wal. Go off; I discard you: let me enjoy my privacy : go off.’ 
In the folios it is ‘let me enjoy my private.’ but private was doubtless 
(as the corr. fo. 1632 informs us) an error of the press for privacie as 
it was then commonly spelt. Shakespeare no where else uses private 
as a substantive, unless idiomatically with the preposition 7 before it, 
—‘ in private.’” 

Shakespeare uses “ private’ as a substantive in the sense 
of “secret or confidential communication,” King John, act iv. 
se. 38,— 

“Whose private with me of the Dauphin’s love,” &c. ; 


and Ben Jonson uses “ private’ as a substantive in the sense 
of “particular interest or safety,” Catiline, act 11. sc. 2,— 


“ Nor must I be unmindful of my private,” Xe. 


Is it not, therefore, far more probable that here “ private’ is 
used as equivalent to “ privacy” than that the former word 
should be, “as the corr. fo. 1632 informs us,” a misprint for 
the latter? Indeed, I do not doubt that examples of “pri- 
vate” signifying “ privacy” are to be found in other early 
writers, though Shakespeare’s commentators, never imagining 
that the old reading would be questioned, saw no necessity 
for searching them out. (In the line of King John quoted 
above, the Ms. Corrector reads “ Whose private missive of 
the Dauphin’s love,’ &c.,—a change which Mr. Collier 
adopts, because it “entirely avoids the awkwardness of con- 
verting ‘ private’ into a sort of substantive.”’) 


P. 698, —act iil. se. 4. 


‘¢¢T have said too much unto a heart of stone, 
And laid mine honour too unchary on’t.’ 
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on’r.] i. e. On the heart of stone : ‘ bestowed my honour too incautiously 
on a heart of stone.’ Theobald changed ‘on’t’ (the reading of all the 
old copies) to owt, but without reason. Mr. Dyce, who is too apt to jus- 
tify one corruption by another, argues in favour of owt, and shows by 
divers instances that the word may have been misprinted : it is unques- 
tionable that ‘to lay owt’ is a very common expression ; but so is ‘to lay 
on’t,’ and as it affords a distinct meaning, is repeated in all early editions, 
and is unamended in the corr. fo. 1632, we prefer to make Olivia say 
poetically that she has laid her honour on a heart of stone, as it were on 
an altar, than prosaically to observe merely that she has incautiously laid 
out her honour.” 


Alas for Mr. Collier’s reasoning! The explanation which 
he gives of his text ought alone to have convinced him that 
“ont”? was a misprint. Olivia might perhaps talk with pro- 
priety of “laying her Jove on a heart of stone,’ but with no 
propriety could she talk of “laying her Honour on a heart of 
stone.”’—The genuine lection, “And laid mine honour too un- 
chary out”? means “And have been more prodigal in express- 
ing, and giving proofs of, my affection than was strictly con- 
sistent with my honour.” 

In my Few Notes, &c. (where, according to Mr. Collier, I 
am “too apt to justify one corruption by another”’) I cited, as 
parallel to the present passage, the following lines from the 
anonymous play, Huerze Woman in her Humor, 1609 ; 


“ Keepe her from the Serpent, let her not gad 
To euerie Gossips congregation, 
For there is blushing modesty Jaide out,” &e. 
Dig. aha. 


P. 723,—act v. se. 1. 
** * Alas, poor soul, how have they baffled thee !’ 


Alas, poor sovn,| ‘ Alas, poor fool’ in the old impressions, and amended 
to “poor soul’ in the corr. fo. 1632, most properly, since Olivia could never 
mean to insult Malvolio, but to compassionate him. The misprint of 
fool for ‘soul’ was very easy, when we bear in mind that the long s and 
J were so frequently mistaken by old printers.” 

That Mr. Collier should adopt such an alteration, and de- 
fend it by such a note,—in the very face of the following pass- 
ages of Shakespeare, which demonstrate that “poor fool” was 
neither more nor less than a sort of term of endearment! 
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“ Alas, poor fool ! why do I pity hin, 
That with his very heart despiseth me?” 
The Two Gent. of Verona, act iv. se. 4 [sc. 2]. 


«And my poor fool is hang’d.” 
King Lear, act v. se. 3. 


(these words being undoubtedly spoken of the dead Cordelia.) 


“ D. Pedro. In faith, lady, you have a merry heart. 
Beat. Yea, my lord ; I thank it, poor fool, it keeps on the windy 
side of care.” Much ado about Nothing, act i. se. 1. 


“For pity now she can no more detain him ; 
The poor fool prays her that he may depart,” &e. 
Venus and Adonis. 
“poor venomous fool, 
Be angry, and dispatch.” 
Antony and Cleopatra, act v. sc. 2. 


“the poor dappled fools,” &c. 
As you like tt, act 11. se. 1. 


“So many weeks ere the poor fools will yean,” &c. 
Third Part of Henry VJ. act ii. se. 5. 
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Vou. IIL. 


a THE WINTER'S TALE. 


P, 21,—act 1. se. 2. 


NEAL Obs How, my lord! 
4 Leon. What cheer? how is’t with you, best brother ? 
4 Her. You look 


As if you held a brow of much distraction : 
Are you mov’d, my lord ? 


What cheer? how ist with you, best brother ?| There is no reason for 
a taking this passage from Leontes, and adding it, as was done by Malone 
j and Steevens, to the preceding exclamation of Polixenes, ‘How, my 
lord ‘The old copies are uniform in the present distribution of the 
dialogue: Leontes is endeavouring to recover himself, and breaks from 
a fit of abstraction with the line, ‘ What cheer? how is’t with you, best 
brother ?” 
The alteration which Mr. Collier so decidedly disapproves 
was first made by Hanmer: and I now regret that when I 
Na printed the passage in my own edition, I was content merely 
to adopt that alteration without also substituting “ho” for 
“how.’ Leontes is evidently standing apart from the others ; 
and the words addressed to him by Hermione show that he 
has not yet replied to Polixenes:—the whole ought to run 
thus ; 


| enol Ho, wy lord! 
7 What cheer? how is’'t with you, best brother ? 
Her. You look 


As if you held,” &e. 


P. 32,—act u. se. 1. 
| *¢¢ Who taught this ? 

All modern editors read, ‘Who taught you this?’ but ‘you’ is not in any 
| of the old copies, and is not necessary for the sense or metre. It is an 
| interpolation without excuse.” 

: } If Mr. Collier had looked carefully at the folio, he would 
f have seen that it has “ Who taught ’this,” i. e. Who taught 


VOL. IIT. | OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 81 


ye (or you) this? and when he rejected the usual insertion 
“ve” (or “you”’), he certainly ought to have printed with 
the folio (as I have done in my edition) “’this.” 
(In The Tempest, act i. sc. 1, Mr. Collier prints, and 
silently, 
“ Let’s all sink with the king ;” 
though the folio has, 


“ Let's all sinke with’ King.”) 


P. 61,—act i. se. 3. 


*¢¢ You're a made old man.’ 


The old folios read ‘ mad’ for made, but Lord Ellesmere’s copy is corrected 
in the margin. With reference to the word ‘ made,’ is it not just possi- 
ble, as we urged long since, that when Biron, in the old copies, calls 
Boyet a ‘mad man,’ it ought to be (as here) ‘made man,’ 2@. e. manu- 
factured or artificially made up man ? see ‘ Love’s Labour’s Lost,’ A. v. 
BC. 2, Ds kOl. 


A most extraordinary note. After his life-long study of 
our early authors, has Mr. Collier yet to learn that “a made 
man” means “ a man whose fortune is made’? 


P. 67,— act iv. sc. 2. 


‘¢ there’s no virtue whipped out of the court: they cherish it to make 
it stay there, and yet it will no more, not abide.” 


The old copies have “ and yet it will no more but 
abide ;” which Mr. Collier.—denying that “abide” can sig- 
nify “only sojourn or dwell for a time,’—fearlessly alters as 
above. But surely it is easier to believe that Shakespeare 
may have used “abide” in that sense, than to believe that he 
wrote ‘and yet it will no more, not abide,’—which enigma is 
explained by Mr. Collier to mean, that “ however virtue may 
be cherished at court, it will not any the more stay or ‘ abide’ 
there,” 


P. 68,—act iv. sc. 2. 
‘<¢¢ Tf I make not this cheat bring out another, and the shearers prove 
sheep, let me be enrolled, and my name put in the book of virtue !’ 
let me be ENROLLED,| It is unrolled in the old copies, but what Au- 
G 


) 
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should deserve to have his name ‘enrolled’ in the book of virtue as an 

incapable thief, and consequently excluded from ‘ the fraternity of vaga- 
| bonds.’ ‘ Enrolled’ is from the cor. fo. 1632.” 
When the Ms. Corrector made this alteration,—and woful 
ae is the tautology it introduces into the passage, “let me be 
| enrolled, anp my name put,’ &c.,—he, of course, did not un- 
derstand the old reading “ wnrolled ;’ on which Warburton 
has the following excellent note: “ Begging gypsies, in the 
| time of our author, were in gangs and companies, that had 
something of the show of an incorporated body. -From. this 
noble society he wishes he may be unrolled, if he does not so 


z, tolycus means is that, if he did not perform these cheating exploits, he 
a 
} 


and so.”’ 


P. 69, —act iv. se. 3. 


ee eles. Sure, my gracious lord, 
To chide at your extremes it not becomes me; 
O! pardon, that I name them: your high self, 
The gracious mark o’ the land, you have obscur’d 
With a swain’s wearing, and me, poor lowly maid, 
Most goddess-like prank’d up. But that our feasts 
In every mess have folly, and the feeders 
Digest it with a custom, I should blush 
To see you so attired, so worn, I think, 
To show myself a glass.’ 


so worn, J think,| In the old copies it is ‘sworn, I think,’ but indis- 
| putably a misprint for so worn, which is the emendation in the corr. fo. 
} 1632. Such too was the suggestion of Jackson in his ‘‘ Shakespeare 
| Restored.’ Perdita tells Florizel that he is disguised as a shepherd, while 
she is pranked up like a goddess, and that his humble attire is worn, as 
| it were, to show her in a glass how simply she ought to be dressed. We 
. did not expect to see Sir T. Hanmer’s swoon revived in our day, as if 
Perdita meant to say that she should be ready to faint at the sight: 
neither was it then at all usual to spell swoon as we now spell it, but 

| swound and sound: these words could hardly be misprinted sworn.” 


The reading of the old copies— 
| “T should blush 
( To see you so attired, sworn, I think 
" To show myself a glass” — 


is proved to be wrong by the word “ myself:” Perdita could 
not say “you... . sworn to show myself a glass,”’—she 


2 See 
ST 
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must have said “to show me a glass.” As to the emendation 
adopted by Mr. Collier, 
“T should blush 
To see you so attired, so worn, I think, 
To show myself a glass,’— 


in the first place, “you . . . . so woRN” in the sense of “ you 
. SO DRESSED” is an intolerable violation of all the pro- 
pricties of language; and secondly, the word “ myself” is as 
objectionable with the reading “so worn” as with the reading 
“sworn.” (This is not the only instance in which the Ms. 
Corrector and Zachary Jackson agree :—the latter, lke the 
former (vide p. 28), makes Mrs. Ford “ crave” Falstaff.) Mr. 
Singer, therefore, —and to him Mr. Collier alludes* above, — 
gave a proof of his judgment in preferring the correction of 
Hanmer,— 
“T should blush 
To see you so attired, swoon, I think, 
To show myself a glass,”— 


i. e. I should blush to see you so attired (like a shepherd), and 
I should swoon, I think, to show myself a glass (which would 
reflect my finery). In Timon of Athens, act iv. sc. 3, 


“ Away, thou issue of a mangy dog ! 
Choler does kill me that thou art alive ; 
T swoon to see thee” — 


are the words of Timon to Apemantus; and if there be no 
unfitness in the rough misanthrope thus figuratively declaring 
that he swoons at the sight of the philosopher, much less can 
there be any in the gentle Perdita’s figuratively declaring that 
she should swoon at the sight of her rich apparel.— Mr. Collier’s 
remark that formerly the usual spelling of swoon was swound 
and sound, carries no weight; for the first folio has in As you 
like it, act iv. sc. 8, “ Many will swoon when they do look on 
bloud ;” in Richard III. act iv. sc. 1, “ Or else I swoonr with 
this dead-killing newes ;” and in The Third Part of Henry V1. 
act v. sc. 5, “ What? doth shee swowne ?” 


* When Mr. Collier wrote his note, my edition of Shakespeare had not 
appeared. 
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P. 74,— act iv. se. 3. 


6° * Cam. He tells her something 
That wakes her blood : look on’t. Good sooth, she is 
The queen of curds and cream.’ 


That wakes her blood : look on’t.| It was a not uncommon error for our old 
ra printers to use m for w and vice versé. Such, according to the corr. fo. 
1632, was the case here, makes having always been inserted for ‘ wakes.’ 
Camillo calls the attention of Polixenes to the innocent blush Florizel 
has raised upon the cheek of Perdita, and he beautifully speaks of it as 
having ‘ waked her blood,’ and called it up into her face. Theobald, not 
being aware of this error, in order to give sense to the passage, altered 
‘on’t’ to out, altogether disregarding the apostrophe. Our lection is a 
most charming restoration ; and the colon after ‘blood,’ and before ‘ look 
on’t,’ was also inserted by the old annotator.” 


To my thinking, the emendation of Theobald,— 


“ He tells her something 
‘| That makes her blood look oué,”— 


is much more probable, and does much less violence to the 
old text, than the Corrector’s “most charming restoration.” 
(“The Prince,” says Theobald, “tells her something ‘ that 
| calls the blood up into her cheeks, and makes her blush.’ 
y She, but a little before, uses a like expression to describe the 
Prince’s sincerity : 

, «________ your youth, 

And the true blood, which fairly peeps through tt, 

Do plainly give you out an unstain’d shepherd.”) 


: As Mr. Collier here lays considerable stress on Theobald’s 

| “altogether disregarding the apostrophe,” it is necessary to 

mention that (not to cite Twelfth-Night, act i. sc. 4, where 
i Mr. Collier will not see any error) the misprint of “ on’t” for 

| “out” 1s very common in early books: e. g., 

| “ Princes may pick their suffering nobles ov’t,” Ke. 

| Fletcher’s Bloody Brother, act iv. sc. 1, ed. 4to, 1640. 


i 
P. 76,—act iv. se. 3. 
; “* “ caddisses,’ dc. 
} We have to thank Mr. Dyce for an authority for ‘caddis’ or caddas 


(‘ Remarks,’ p. 83), but we may remind him that when he quotes ‘ cruel 
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caddas,’ he himself errs by making it appear as if they were two distinct 
commodities, when in fact ‘ cruel caddas’ is worsted riband.” 

Mr. Collier, in his first edition, having “suspected that 
‘caddis’ was some ornament brought from Cadiz, with other 
fashions, by the Earl of Essex,” &c., I remarked; “ Why these 
random conjectures? Malone was quite right about the 
meaning of this not very uncommon word. ‘ Cruel, caddas, or 
worsted ribbon.’ The Rates of the Custome house, &c., 1582, 
sig. Bv. ‘Caddas or Cruell riband’ The Rates of Marchan- 
dizes, &c. n. d. sig. C 5,”—the second of which quotations 
might have shown Mr. Collier that the punctuation of the first 
was right enough: — nobody, except himself, ever talked of 
“ cruel caddas.”’ 


P. 89, —act iv. sc. 3. 


<¢ We are not furnish’d like Bohemia’s son, 
Nor shall appear’t in Sicilia.” 


In this speech “appear’¢” is the Ms. Corrector’s emen- 
dation for “appear” of the old eds.: but the “ it”? is quite 
unnecessary. Long before the Corrector was heard of, I 
observed: “ Here all the modern editors (in opposition to the 
old copies) put a break at the end of the speech, as if it were 
unfinished. But the sense is complete ; 


9 


‘Nor shall appear [like Bohemia’s son] in Sicilia.’ 
Remarks, Sc., p. 84. 


P. 97,—act v. sc. I. 


IU Whilst I remember 
Her, and her virtues, I cannot forget 
My blemishes in them, and so still think of 
The wrong I did myself ; which was so much, 
That heirless it hath made my kingdom, and 
Destroy’d the sweet’st companion that e’er man 
Bred his hopes out of : true. 

Paul. Too true, my lord : 
If one by one you wedded all the world, 
Or from the all that are took something good, 
To make a perfect woman, she you kill’d 
Would be unparallel’d.’ 


Bred his hopes out of: trun.] We restore here the reading of the old 
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editions. Leontes, in grief and remorse, states a fact, and adds mourn- 
fully ‘true ;’ to which Paulina naturally subjoins that it is ‘ too true.’ 
Nearly all editors, from the time of Theobald to our own day, have dis- 
turbed the authentic text, and have made Paulina say, ‘ True, too true, 
my lord,’ to which there might be little objection, if it had been what 
Shakespeare probably wrote. The word ‘true,’ printed, as it is, without 
a capital in the folio, 1623, could hardly have found its way into the 
preceding line by a mere error of the press.” 


Mr. Collier has now so completely divested himself of the 
superstitious reverence with which, in other days, he regarded 
the folio of 1628, that one would hardly have expected to find 
him still retaining its flagrant blunder in the present passage, 
even though the Ms. Corrector (by an oversight, doubtless) 
has made no sort of alteration here. Indeed, it is almost in- 
conceivable that any person reading the above speeches with 
moderate attention should fail to see that the word “true” at 
the end of the first speech has been shuttled out of its place, 
and that it should be restored to Paulina thus,— 


“Destroy the sweet’st companion that eer man 
Bred his hopes out of. 
Paul. TRUE, too true, my lord : 
Tf one by one,” We. 


P. 99,—act v. sc. 1. 
“¢¢ Paul. Will you swear 
Never to marry, but by my free leave ? 
Leon. Never, Paulina; so be bless’d my spirit ! 
Paul. Then, good my lords, bear witness to his oath. 
Cleo. You tempt him over-much. 
Paul. Unless another, 
As like Hermione as is her picture, 
Affront his eye. 
Cleo. Good madam,—I have done. 
Paul. Yet, if my lord will marry,—if you will, sir, 
No remedy but you will—give me the office 
To choose you a queen,’ &c. 


Good madam,—JI have done.| Steevens proposed to transfer ‘I have 
done’ to Paulina, who has any thing but concluded. Malone adopted 
the change, which seems on every ground objectionable. Cleomenes 
endeavours to interpose, but finding it vain, he gives over the attempt 
with ‘I have done,’ and then Paulina continues.” 
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When, in my own edition of Shakespeare, | adopted the 
regulation suggested by Steevens, — 


“Oleo. Good madam,— 
Paul. I have done. 
Yet, if my lord will marry,” &c.,— 


my friend, Mr. John Forster, favoured me with the following 
remarks: “The only thing that could justify the notion of 
Cleomenes feeling himself overborne by Paulina’s vehemence, 
and retreating with an ‘1 have done,’ —would be, that the se- 
cond speech of Paulina should be but a close to the impetuous 
rush of the first. On the contrary, the ‘ Yet’ introduces a 
concession on her part, which properly follows the ‘1 have 


aone, °° 


P. 112,—act v. se. 3. 


“6 ¢ Leon. Let be, let be! 
Would I were dead, but that, methinks, already 
I am but dead, stone looking upon stone.’ 


[ AM BUT DEAD, STONE LOOKING UPON STONE. | This most beautiful and 
lost line is recovered from the corr. fo. 1632. The Rev. Mr. Dyce in his 
‘Few Notes,’ p. 81, takes the singular objection that although the new 
line at first ‘appeared to him so exactly in the style of Shakespeare that, 
like Mr. Collier, he felt thankful that it had been furnished ;’ yet pre- 
sently afterwards he found that it was ‘too Shakesperian ;’ that is to 
say, that the poet could not have written it, because it was so very 
much in his style. This is strange logic even fora commentator. Mr. 
Singer (who introduces his own absurd punctuation) complains with Mr. 
Dyce that Shakespeare would ‘not so soon have repeated himself,’ and 
then a passage is quoted, and marked with italic type, in which Shake- 
speare repeats himself not, as here at a distance, but within fous lines. 
So much for fact, as well as logic. Mr. Dyce at last is obliged to ad- 
mit that the line is ‘ingeniously constructed,’ having before said that 
it is ‘exactly in the style of Shakespeare.’ Let others try their hands at 
lines ‘exactly in the style of Shakespeare,’ where it is allowed on all 
sides that something is wanted ; and if they succeed, we will venture to 
say they will not give us lines in the least degree resembling that which 
Mr. Singer has in this place furnished. Does Mr. Dyce (and we fear- 
lessly appeal to him as a man of taste and experience) think Mr. Singer’s 
line ‘exactly in the style of Shakespeare,’ either in measure or meaning? 
As to the line supplying the hiatus in the corr. fo. 1632, we are more 
than content to have recovered it, and it must now ever stand as part of 


canttie sti 


A a Cees 
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the text of our great dramatist: in the German edition, to which we 
have so often with pleasure referred, it is thus well rendered,” &c. 


As Mr. Collier cannot bring himself to quote fairly any 
thing I have written, I subjoin that portion of my Few Notes, 
&c. which touches on the line in question :— 

“Mr. Collier is mistaken in saying that Warburton con- 
sidered the text as defective: Warburton’s note runs thus; 
‘The sentence complete is ; 


é but that, methinks, already I converse with the dead.’ 


But there his passion made him break off” Still, there is 
room to suspect that something has dropt out: and, on first 
reading the new line, — 


‘T am but dead, stone looking upon stone, — 


it appeared to me so exactly in the style of Shakespeare, that, 
like Mr. Collier, I felt ‘thankful that it had been furnished.’ 
But presently I found that it was too Shakesperian. 

“Only a few speeches before, Leontes has exclaimed ; 


‘O, thus she stood, 
Even with such life of majesty (warm life, 
As now it coldly stands), when first I woo’d her. 
I am asham’d: does not the stone rebuke me, 
For being more stone than tt ?—O royal piece, 
There’s magic in thy majesty, which has 
My evils conjur’d to remembrance, and 
From thy admiring daughter took the spirits, 
Standing like stone with thee 


Now, which is the greater probability ? — that Shakespeare 
(whose variety of expression was inexhaustible) repeated him- 
self in the line,— 


‘I am but dead, stone looking upon stone ? 


or that a reviser of the play (with an eye to the passage just 
cited) ingeniously constructed the said line, to fill up a sup- 
posed lacuna? The answer is obvious.” 

It is to the speech adduced in the above extract that Mr. 
Collier alludes when he says; “a passage is quoted, and 
marked with italic type, in which Shakespeare repeats him- 
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self not, as here at a distance, but within four lines.’ But 
that passage contains no offensive repetition like the one 
of which Mr. Singer and I “complain ;” for there Leontes 
does not twice say that he is turned to stone, —in the con- 
cluding line, “ Standing like stone with thee,’ he speaks of 
his daughter. 


P. 114,—act v. se. 3. 
“* now, in age, 
Is she become the suitor.’ 
The Rev. Mr. Dyce bestows nearly a page of his ‘Remarks’ (35) to show 
that there should be no note of interrogation here. Such points are the 
very ‘small deer’ of criticism, and should be reserved for the ‘small beer’ 
of poetry. It was, as in ‘ Richard III.,’ a mere error of the press, worth 
correcting, but surely not with such pomp.” 

I have already given a signal proof of the treacherousness 
of Mr. Collier’s memory (see p. 76); and he must excuse my 
believing that here again he forgets, — my believing that, in 
his first edition, he deliberately adopted from the folio the 
interrogation-point after “suitor,” — just as, In the preceding 
speech of Paulina, he adopted from the folio (ay, and ex- 
plained), 

“On, those that think it is unlawful business 
I am about ; let them depart.” 


KING JOHN. 


P. 186,—act 1. se. 1. 


‘¢ ¢ My lord Chatillon may from England bring 
That right in peace, which here we urge in war ; 
And then we shall repent each drop of blood, 
That hot rash haste so indiscreetly shed.’ 


INDISCREETLY] So the corr. fo. 1632, and with such obvious fitness that, 
like the old annotator, we erase indirectly, which has hitherto always 
been considered the text. Mr. Singer, too, prints ‘ indiscreetly,’ here 
acknowledging his obligation.” 


On this alteration an anonymous critic writes as follows: 
“<¢Tndirectly’ is Shakespeare’s word. The Ms. corrector sug- 
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gests ‘indiscreetly’—a most unhappy substitution, which we 
are surprised that the generally judicious Mr. Singer should 
approve of. ‘ Indiscreetly’ means imprudently, inconsider- 
ately. ‘Indirectly’ means wrongfully, iniquitously, as may 
be learnt from these lines in King Henry V., where the French 
king is denounced as a usurper, and is told that Henry 
‘bids you, then, resign 
Your crown and kingdom, «directly held 
From him the native and true challenger.’ 


It was certainly the purpose of Constance to condemn the 
rash shedding of blood as something worse than indiscreet — 
as criminal and unjust — and this she did by employing the 
term ‘indirectly’ in the Shakesperean sense of that word.” 
Blackwood’s Magazine for Sept. 18538, p. 304. 


P. 141,—act u. se. 1. 


“¢ All preparation for a bloody siege, 
And merciless proceeding by these French, 
Come ’fore your city’s eyes, your winking gates,’ We. 
CoME ’FoRE your city’s eyes,| The folios misprint ‘Come fore’ Comfort, 
and it was an error for which it is not difficult to account: we derive 
the emendation from the corr. fo. 1632. Rowe, seeing that Comfort 
must be wrong, conjectured that the true word was Confront, and such 
has been the ordinary text. There is a singular confirmation of the mis- 
print of Comfort for ‘Come ’fore’ in the folio, 1632, itself, for in ‘ Henry 
VI. Pt. ii.,’ A. iii. sc. 2, we meet with a line which stands thus :— 
‘Comfort, my sovereign, gracious Henry com fore.’ 
In the last instance ‘ comfort’ ought, of course, to be repeated.” 


Here, in his former edition, Mr. Collier gave, with the old 
copies, “‘ Comfort your city’s eyes,” &c., gravely telling us in 
a note that “King John is evidently speaking ironically.” 
To that reading, no doubt, his present one, “ Come ’fore your 
city’s eyes,” &c., is vastly superior, inasmuch as sense is far 
better than nonsense ; but then, again, compared with Rowe’s 
emendation, “ Confront your city’s eyes,” &c., it is miserably 
prosaic and feeble.— In the next scene we have ; 

“Strength match’d with strength, and power confronted power.” 


and in Hamlet, act 11. se. 3; 
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‘¢ Whereto serves mercy, 
But to confront the visage of offence ?” 


P. 145,—act u. se. 2. 


“Say, shall the current of our right roam on ? 
Whose passage, vex’d with thy impediment, 
Shall leave his native channel, and o’er-swell 
With course disturb’d even thy confining shores, 
Unless thou let his silver water keep 
A peaceful progress to the ocean.’ 


For ‘roam on’ of the folio, 1623, some editors prefer ‘rwn on,’ to which 
indeed there is little objection, excepting that ‘roam’ was probably 
Shakespeare’s word, and a happy one, in reference to the simile of the 
‘silver water,’ which was to make ‘a peaceful progress to the ocean.’ ” 


How “roaming” can imply “ making a peaceful progress” 
I am at a loss to conceive. The fact is, the reading of the 
first folio “rome” is a misprint for “7vun’” (the Ms. having 
had “ronne” or “ runne’’), as the editor of the second folio 
saw, and corrected it accordingly. Compare a passage in 
act v. sc. 4 of the present play ; 


« And calmly rw on in obedience, 
Even to our ocean, to our great King John.” 


P. 160, —act ni. sc. lL. 
‘¢¢Tn likeness of a new uptrimmed bride.’ 


‘Untrimmed bride’ say the folios, and Theobald altered wntrimmed to 
and trimmed : but the proper change is made in the corr. fo. 1632, viz. 
‘uptrimmed.’ The conjecture of the Rev. Mr. Dyce was thus long 
anticipated, and there could be no reasonable doubt about it. Mr. Dyce 
himself, as late as 1844, contended, with considerable emphasis, that 
untrimmed was equivalent to virgin (¢ Remarks,’ 91), but he changed 
his opinion afterwards,” Wc. 


By saying that “there could be no reasonable doubt about 
it,” Mr. Collier means, I suppose, that the emendation “ up- 
trimmed” is a very easy one: such it certainly seems to be; 
and yet not a single critic was known to have suggested it 
when Mr. Singer published it as mine in Notes and Queries, 
1852. That I “changed my opinion” about a reading, ought 
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to be no reproach to me in the eyes of Mr. Collier, who has 
recorded that even the Ms, Corrector himself occasionally did 
the same. 


P. 161,—act ii. se. 1. 
**¢ A caged lion by the mortal paw,’ &c. 
It is ‘cased lion’ in the original editions, and obviously a misprint for 
‘caged,’ the compositor having mistaken the g foralongs. The Rev. 
Mr. Dyce says peremptorily that ‘the right reading is undoubtedly 
chaf’d.’ He must at all events mean chaféd, for chaf'd would ruin the 
verse ; but people were accustomed to see ‘caged lions,’ and Shakespeare 
used an epithet which all his auditors could appreciate. Moreover, 
chafed could not be misprinted cased without a double blunder, whereas 
‘caged’ might easily be misread cased. We do not think that any future 
editor of Shakespeare is likely to adopt chafed—not even Mr. Dyce him- 


self, unless in a struggle to maintain the consistency of opinions too 
strongly expressed.” 


What I wrote on the above line was this: “The right 
reading is undoubtedly ‘chaf’d’ [chafed]: in the following 
passage of Beaumont and Fletcher’s Philaster, where the 4to 
of 1620 has ‘ Chaf’d,’ the other eds. have ‘ Chast,’ and (let it 
be particularly observed) ‘ Cast ;’ 


‘And what there is of vengeance in a lion 
Chaf’d among dogs or robb’d of his dear young, &e., 
Act v. se. 3. 
I may add, that in Shakespeare’s Henry VIII. we find, 


‘so looks the chafed lion 
Upon the daring huntsman that has gall’d him,’ &e. 
Act iii. se. 2. 
and in Fletcher’s Loyal Subject, 


‘He frets like a chaf'd lion.’ Act v. sc. 3.” 

Remarks, &¢., p. 92. 

But Mr. Collier “does not think that any future editor of 

Shakespeare is likely to adopt chafed, not even Mr. Dyce 

himself.” Now, whether the editors of the next generation 

will approve or disapprove of “chafed” I know no more than 

Mr. Collier does: I can state, however, that it has been 
adopted— 
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1. By Mr. Knight; who originally printed “ chased.’ 

2. By Mr. Singer; whose note on it is, “I unhesitatingly 
read, as Mr. Dyce suggests, chafed. Thus in K. Henry VIII. 
act 111. sc. 2,77 &e. 

3. By Myr. Staunton; who observes, “ Chafed was first 
suggested by Mr. Dyce, and receives support from a well- 
known passage in ‘ Henry VIII.’ Act iu. se. 2,” &e. 

4. By “Mr. Dyce himself”? in his recent edition. 

Mr. Collier, therefore, is the only editor of the day who 
has rejected the emendation “ chafed ;” and I suspect that he 
will continue to be the only one, even after Mr. Halliwell and 
Mr. Grant White have completed their editions of Shake- 
speare. 


P. 166,—act ii. se. 3. 


‘<¢if the midnight bell 
Did, with his iron tongue and brazen mouth, 
Sound on into the drowsy ear of night,’ dc. 


Sound on into the drowsy EAR of night:| Many of the commentators 
would read one instead of ‘on,’ which is contradicted by the ‘ midnight 
bell’ in a line just preceding. ‘Hare of night’ for ‘ race of night’ is the 
emendation in the corr. fo. 1632, and is in all probability Shakespeare’s 
word: we have therefore placed it in the text. The ‘midnight bell,’ 
with its twelve times repeated strokes, is very poetically said to ‘ sound 
on into the drowsy ear of night;’ one sound produced by the ‘iron 
tongue’ driving the other ‘on’ or forward, until the whole number is 
complete, and the prolonged vibration of the last blow on the bell only 
left to fill the empty space of darkness. It is almost droll to find the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce (who approves of ‘ ear’ and objects to ‘ on’) contending that 
‘the midnight bell’ means the bell at one in the morning, and calling 
three witnesses to the fact, who none of them support him by their evi- 
dence: when Defoe, for instance, speaks of ‘one o’clock in the night,’ 
he is not so simple as to call it midnight, but merely ‘night,’ as in truth 
it was.” 


“T do not think,” says Theobald, “that sound on gives 
here that idea of solemnity and horror, which, ’tis plain, our 
poet intended to impress by this fine description ; and which 
my emendation [‘ sound one’] conveys; i.e. If it were the still 
part of the night, or one of the clock in the morning, when 
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the sound of the bell strikes upon the ear with most awe and 
terror” (and this emendation, —if it may be so called, for 
“on” is little more than the old spelling of “ one’’—has been 
adopted by all succeeding editors with the exception of Mr. 
Knight and Mr. Collier). “Though the hour of one,” ob- 
serves Steevens, “be not the natural midnight, it is yet the 
most solemn moment of the poetical one; and Shakespeare 
himself has chosen to introduce his Ghost in Hamlet, 


‘The bell then beating one.’” 


After these judicious notes of Theobald and Steevens, the 
attempt of Mr. Collier to defend “sound on” by talking about 
the “twelve times repeated strokes,” &c., and “the prolonged 
vibration of the last blow on the bell,”’ &c., will be considered 
by all reflecting readers as no better than over-subtle and 
tasteless. — With respect to ‘into,’ Malone has shown by 
various examples that it was frequently used for “unto” in 
the time of Shakespeare. 

The remark with which Mr. Collier concludes his note on 
this passage— “It is almost droll to find the Rev. Mr. Dyce 
contending that ‘the midnight bell’ means the bell at one in 
the morning, and calling three witnesses to the fact, who none 
of them support him by their evidence,” &c.,— exhibits Mr. 
Collier at his “old trick” of misrepresentation and conceal- 
ment. In my Few Notes, &c., to which he alludes, I observed 
that “in such a passage [as ‘the midnight bell sounding one’ | 
a poet may be forgiven for not expressing himself according 
to the exact matter of fact, when even prose-writers, from the 
earliest times to the present, occasionally employ very inaccu- 
rate language in speaking of the hours of darkness,” p. 88: 
and I gave three examples of that inaccuracy of language, — 
all three quite to the purpose, and the first of them, which I 
now subjoin (and which Mr. Collier, of course, ignores), serv- 
ing to confirm the emendation of Theobald: “It happened 
that betweene twelve and one a clocke at MipNicHT, there 
blew a mighty storme of winde against the house,” &c. The 
Famous History of Doctor Faustus, sig. K 3, ed. 1648 (a: tract 
which originally appeared towards the close of the preceding 
century). 
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P. 167,—act i. se. 4. 
*¢¢ A whole armado of convented sail,’ &e. 

It is ‘convicted sail’ in all the folios. ‘I read (says Mr. Singer) con- 
vented,’ but he omits to add that he took this excellent emendation from 
the corr. fo. 1632. It will be found on p. 206 of ‘ Notes and Emenda- 
tions.’ ” 

“Tt will be found” also “on p.” 553 of Monck Mason’s 
Comments on the several eds. of Shakespeare’s Plays, &c., ed. 
1807. 


P. 169,—act i. sc. 4. 


““¢ QO! that my tongue were in the thunder’s mouth ; 
Then with a passion would I shake the world, 
And rouse from sleep that fell anatomy, 

Which cannot hear a lady’s feeble voice, 
Which scorns a widow’s invocation.’ 


a@ wipow’s tnvocation.| In the folios it is ‘a modern invocation,’ which can 
only mean a common invocation, just such an invocation as Constance 
would not use. She has already spoken of herself as ‘a widow,’ and 
here again she refers to her condition and its helplessness. We owe this 
emendation to the corr. fo. 1632, and as modern cannot be the true word, 
we willingly accept this highly probable and natural substitution.” 

Here Mr. Knight’s alteration “ mother’s” is much more 
plausible than the Corrector’s “ widow’s,” because it comes so 
much nearer to the original word. But all this unnecessary 
tampering with the passage has arisen from its not having 
been understood. Constance calls her voice “ feeble,’ and her 
invocation to Death “modern” (i.e. common, ordinary), be- 
cause, to her regret, she cannot borrow the tones of the 
thunder, and shake the world with a passion, &c.—The ex- 
pression “modern invocation” is no more objectionable than 
“modern lamentation,” which occurs in Romeo and Juliet, act 
mYs¢. 2,— 

“Why follow’d not, when she said Tybalt’s dead, 
Thy father, or thy mother, nay, or both, 
Which modern lamentation might have mov’d ?” 


P. 186,—act iv. sc. 3. 


‘« ¢ Whose private missive of the Dauphin’s love,’ &c. 


Misprinted in the folios ‘ Whose private with me’ &c.: the change entirely 
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avoids the awkwardness of converting ‘ private’ into a sort of substantive 
.. .. We derive this emendation from the corr. fo. 1632.” 


See ante, p. 77. 


P. 186,—act iv. sc. 3. 
‘¢¢ We will not line his sin-bestained cloak 
With our pure honours,’ &c. 


It is ‘thin bestained cloak’ in all editions, ancient, and modern, but 
amended to ‘sin-bestained’ in the corr. fo. 1632. Even Mr. Singer could 
not resist the force of this valuable emendation, and avails himself of it 
with due acknowledgment.” 

The Ms. Corrector was probably induced to make this 
alteration because he found in the old copy “thin bestained ” 
printed, with a hyphen, “thin-bestained,” and therefore sup- 
posed that a compound epithet had been intended by the poet, 
—which there is no reason to believe. The folio abounds in 
passages where the hyphen is wrongly introduced: e. g. in the 
present play it has ; 

“Who hath read or heard 
Of any kindred-action like to this ?” Act il. se. 4. 
“The mis-placed-John should entertaine an houre;” &c. 
Ibid. 
“With any long’d-for-change or better state.” 
Act iv. se. 2. 
“Send fayre-play-orders, and make comprimise,” &c. 
Ath Ve Gul. 


“ A cockred-silken wanton braue our fields,” &e. Lhd. 


(and see p. 80 of the present volume.) 

“The king’s cloak (that is, his authority) was thin, be- 
cause not lined and strengthened with the power and honours 
of his nobles.” Blackwood’s Magazine for September 1853, 
p- 806. ‘“‘ Bestained is sullied, dishonoured. The epithet is 
strong enough without the compound sin.” Knight’s Speci- 
men of the Stratford Shakespeare, p. 10. 


P. 188,—act iv. sc. 3. 
**“a holy vow, 
Never to taste the pleasures of the world, 
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Never to be infected with delight, 
Nor conversant with ease and idleness, 
Till I have set a glory to this head, 
By giving it the worship of revenge.’ 


Tull I have set a glory to this una, ‘To this hand,’ in all editions ante- 
rior to that of Pope, and amended to ‘head’ in the margin of the corr. 
fo. 1632. ‘Head’ is assuredly right, and the error of hand for ‘head’ 
was so easy that it was often committed by our old printers.” 


Mr. Collier mistakes in saying that Pope substituted “to 
this head” (i.e. the head of the dead Arthur) for the reading 
of the old copies “ to this hand” (i. e. the hand of the speaker, 
Salisbury): Pope made no alteration here. ‘To this head” 
was the conjecture of Farmer; and a most erroneous one,— 
he as well as the Corrector having been misled by the words 
“glory” and “ worship.’ Compare our author’s Henry IV. 
Part First, act 11. se. 2; 

« And [ will call him to so strict account, 
That he shall render every glory up, 
Yea, even the slightest worship of his time, 
Or I will tear the reckoning from his heart.” 


Malone justly observes, ‘The following passage in Troilus 
and Cressida [act iv. sc. 1] is decisive in support of the old 
reading ; 
‘ Jove, let Aineas live, 
If to my sword his fate be not the glory, 
A thousand cémplete courses of the sun !’” 


Compare, too, Chapman’s Homer’s Odysses, b. xxiv. ; 
“ Hast not thou decreed 
That Ithacus should come, and giwe his deed 


The glory of reuenge on these and theirs ?” 
p. 374, ed. folio. 


act Vv. sc. 2. 


E107, 


*¢¢ This apish and unmannerly approach, 
This harness’d masque, and unadvised revel, 
This unhair’d sauciness of boyish troops, 
The king doth smile at ; and is well prepar’d 
To whip this dwarfish war, these pigmy arms, 
From out the circle of his territories. ’ 


This UNHAIR’D sauciness oF boyish troops,| It is ‘unheard sauciness, and 
H 
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boyish troops’ in the old copies; but, as Mr. Dyce observes, hair and 
hair’d were often spelt hear and heard, and such is probably the reason 
why the corrector of the folio, 1632, did not alter unheard to * unhair’d.’ 
The genitive case, which the corrector introduces, is clearly necessary, 
for the Bastard was speaking of the ‘ unhair’d sauciness’ of the boyish 
troops of France; and it not unfrequently happened that the compositor 
blundered by confounding the abbreviation for and with the preposition 


wot? 


When Mr. Collier first published this alteration of “and” 
to “of, he prefaced it by stating that “The manuscript- 
corrector gives no countenance to Theobald’s proposal to read 
unhair’d for ‘unheard’ ;” which statement, though Mr. Col- 
lier would now recall it, was doubtless the truth. The Cor- 
rector evidently did not know that “unheard” was the old 
spelling of “unhair’d ;” and when he altered “and” to “ oi? 
he meant us to understand “ unheard sauciness” as equivalent 
to “unheard-of sauciness,’—a sense which the words could 
not bear. 

Mr. Collier ought to have contented himself with the 
modern reading,-— 

“This wnhaird sauciness, and boyish troops ;” 


for, by adopting the Corrector’s “ of,’ he has rendered the 
sense of the line questionable, and has besides introduced a 
genitive case where it would certainly seem from the rest of 
the passage that Shakespeare did not intend one. 


P, 201,—act v. sc. 4. 
“¢¢ Hor I do see the cruel pangs of death 
Bright in thine eye.’ 


Here we see the value of the addition of a single letter: it is © Raght in 
thine eye’ in the old copies, and fright, pight, fight have been suggested 
by various commentators as emendations ; but Shakespeare refers to the 
admitted brilliancy often assumed by the eyes of dying persons. The 
corr. fo. 1632 alters the text to ‘ Bright in thine eye,’ the letter B having, 
in some way, escaped at the beginning of the line, or the compositor 
having read Br merely #, and so printed it.” 


Here I must be allowed to quote what I have written ad J. 
in my edition of Shakespeare, on the authority of an eminent 
living physician, against the alteration of “Right” to “Bright,” 
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which the Corrector has so ignorantly made: “Mr. Collier 
tells us that ‘ Bright’ is to be understood ‘in reference to the 
remarkable brilliancy of the eyes of many persons just before 
death’ [Notes and Emendations, &c. p. 212]: but if that 
lighting up of the eye ever occurs, it is only when comparative 
tranquillity precedes dissolution,—not during ‘the pangs of 
death and most assuredly it is never to be witnessed in those 
persons who, like Melun, are dying of wounds—of exhaustion 
from loss of blood—in which case, the eye, immediately before 
death, becomes glazed and lustreless.” 


KING RICHARD IL. 
P. 223,—act 1. se. 1. 


***For that my sovereign liege was in my debt, 
Upon remainder of a clear account, 
Since last I went to France to fetch his queen.’ 


CLEAR account,| So the corr. fo. 1632, with indisputable fitness, the read- 
ing of all editions, ancient and modern, having been. ‘dear account.’ 
Mr. Singer prints it ‘clear account,’ observing that dear is ‘an evident 
error :’ so it is, but he did not discover it until it was pointed out in my 
corr. fo. 1632, of which he says nothing, although he adopts the emenda- 
tion found in no other authority. The German editor puts it einer hlaren 
fordrung.”’ 

I am not surprised that here the Ms. Corrector should 
alter “dear account” to “clear account” (for we have already 
seen him waging war against the former word, substituting 
“clearest spirits” for “ dearest spirits,’ and “dire groans” 
for “dear groans,” —vide pp. 55, 61): but I certainly am 
surprised that Mr. Singer should have thought such an alter- 
ation necessary. Mr. Staunton, with far better judgment, 
characterises the Corrector’s “clear account” as “a poor and 
needless innovation: he truly observes that “dear, in this 
place, means precious, momentous, pressing, all-important ;” 
and he cites from two other plays of Shakespeare,— 


“Some dear cause 
Will in concealment wrap me up awhile.” 
King Lear, act iv. se. 3. 
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“© dear account! my life is my foe’s debt.” 
Romeo and Juliet, act i. se. 5. 


“‘The letter was not nice, but full of charge 
Of dear import.” Id. act v. se. 2. 


“A precious ring ; a ring that I must use 
In dear employment.” Id. act v. se. 3. 


P, 224,—act i. se. 1. 

“ ¢ Wrath-kindled gentleman, be rul’d by me.— 

Let’s purge this choler without letting blood : 

This we prescribe, though no physician ; 

Deep malice makes too deep incision. 

Forget, forgive ; conclude, and be agreed ; 

Our doctors say this is no month to bleed.— 

Good uncle, let this end where it begun ; 

We'll calm the Duke of Norfolk, you your son.’ 
Wrath-kindled centuEMan, be rul’d by me.] So all the 4tos ; the King 
addressing himself to Norfolk, who had just concluded his angry speech. 
The folio reads gentlemen ; but Bolingbroke, merely as the accuser, was 
not so properly ‘ wrath-kindled,’ and, moreover, had had time to cool. 
In consistency with this notion the King afterwards undertakes to ‘calm 
the duke of Norfolk.’” 

The above note is found in Mr: Collier’s first edition, with 
the exception of the concluding sentence, — a very unimpor- 
tant addition to his defence of a reading which all the other 
editors have rejected, and which the fifth line of the speech, 


“ Forget, forgive ; conclude and BE AGREED,” 


distinctly proves to be inadmissible. 


P. 229, —act 1. se. 3. 
‘6 <¢o defend my loyalty and truth, 

To God, my king, and my succeeding issue, 

Against the duke of Hereford that appeals me,’ &c. 
Here the corr. fo. 1632 restores the old reading of the 4tos, viz. ‘my 
succeeding issue’ for ‘his succeeding issue’ of the folio, 1623. It is 
therefore clear that Mowbray, as Johnson argued, adverted to his own 
issue endangered by attainder, and not to the issue of the king.” 


From what Mr. Collier says here, who would not conclude 
that Johnson had zealously patronised the reading “my suc- 
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ceeding issue”? On the contrary, Johnson, in his edition, 
printed “his succeeding issue,” and with this note ; 

“Such is the reading of the first folio; the later [earlier] 
editions read—my issue. Mowbray’s issue was, by this accu- 
sation, in danger of an attainder, and therefore he might come, 
among other reasons, for their sake; but the old reading [of 
the folio] is more just and grammatical.” 

I make no doubt that “my succeeding issue’”’ is an error 
of the original compositor, who repeated “my” from “my 
king.” 


P. 231,—act 1. sc. 3. 
‘Mine innocence, and Saint George to thrive 
Read (with Capell) ,— 


‘“‘ Mine innocency and Saint George to thrive !” 


1? 
. 


P. 234,—act 1. sc. 3. 
‘¢¢ Norfolk, so fare, as to mine enemy.’ 


This line presents a difficulty arising out of a textual discordance : the 
folio, 1632, alone has far, for ‘fare,’ of all the earlier copies, and hence 
some have supposed (the Rev. Mr. Dyce among the number) that Boling- 
broke wished to warn Mowbray that he was not his friend. What should 
have reconciled them? How could Mowbray have imagined his adver- 
sary any thing but his enemy? ‘The clear meaning is, (if commentators 
would but allow themselves to see it,) ‘ Norfolk, so fare, as I wish to 
mine enemy.’ ” 


The commentators are almost unanimous in rejecting the 
reading “fare ;”’? and notwithstanding what Mr. Collier now 
urges in its favour, I continue to think that they are right 
in rejecting it,—that the strange expression, “so fare as to 
mine enemy” could not mean “so fare, as I wish to mine 
enemy,’ — and that the second folio corrected the error of 
the earlier eds. to 

“ Norfolk, so far as to mine enemy,’ — 


the line being a prelude to what immediately follows, and 
satisfactorily explained by Ritson, “ Norfolk, so far as a man 
may speak to his enemy,” &c. (Compare ; 
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“Yet thus far, Livia ; 
Your sorrow may induce me to forgive you, 


But never love again.” 
Fletcher’s Woman's Prize, &c. act iii. se. 3.) 


P. 243,—act 1. se. 1. 


‘¢¢ Tandlord of England art thou now, not king: 
Thy state of law is bondslave to the law, 
And thou— 
K. Rich. A lunatic lean-witted fool, 
Presuming on an ague’s privilege, 
Dar’st with thy frozen admonition,’ &c. 
And thou— 

K. Rich. A lunatic lean-witted fool,| It is astonishing to see a man 
like the Rev. Mr. Dyce not perceiving, that here Richard continues the 
sentence which Gaunt has begun with the words ‘And thou—.’ The 
king impatiently interrupts the dying man, refusing longer to listen to 
reproof: Richard, therefore, most properly makes ‘thou,’ which Gaunt 
had used, the nominative case to ‘dar’st’ in the next line but one. Be- 
sides, the most unpractised ear must perceive, that to make Richard 
repeat ‘And,’ as in the folios, gives the line a superabundant syllable. 
We adhere to the language and regulation of all the 4to. editions, which 
are on every account preferable, and which we are confident Mr. Dyce 
will hereafter himself adopt.” 


Mr. Collier will be more “ astonished”? than ever when he 
learns that, in my edition of Shakespeare, I have printed, with 
the folio,— 


“Thy state of law is bondslave to the law ; 
And — 
K. Rich. And thou a lunatic lean-witted fool, 

Presuming on an ague’s privilege, 

Dar’st,” &e.; 
and that I still think him extremely injudicious in preferring 
the reading of the quartos, which makes “ thou’ (meaning 
Richard) the nominative to “ Dar’st” (meaning Gaunt). — 
But, says Mr. Collier, “the most unpractised ear must per- 
ceive, that to make Richard repeat ‘And,’ as in the folios, 
gives the line A SUPERABUNDANT SYLLABLE:” yet, further on 
in the present scene, Mr. Collier’s text exhibits this very 
formidable lne,— 
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“That which his noble ancestors achiev’d with blows,” 
and his note on it 1s; 


“* livery 4to. printed in the lifetime of the author has ‘ noble,’ which, 
it is true, makes the line of TWELVE SYLLABLES, but of such we have numer- 
ous examples. The folio, 1623, omits the epithet,” dc. 


P. 248,—act i. se. 1. 
‘¢“¢ Ross. Be confident to speak, Northumberland : 


We three are but thyself; and, speaking so, 
Thy words are but our thoughts: therefore, be bold.’ 


Thy words are but our thoughts: therefore, be bold.| ‘ Our’ is the amended 
reading of the corr. fo. 1632, and so self-evidently right, that.Mr. Singer 
has not been able to avoid the insertion of it in his text. The line has 
hitherto been ‘ Thy words are but as thoughts ;’ but the meaning of Ross 
must be that, as Northumberland is only speaking the thoughts of all 
the conspirators, he need not fear to utter what is actually passing 
through their minds; his words are not merely ‘as thoughts,’ but ‘ our 
thoughts,’ so that there can be no danger in speaking out freely.” 

“Thy words are but as thoughts,” has been ably vindi- 
cated by more than one critic. “ Ross’s argument with 
Northumberland to speak was not merely because his words 
were as their thoughts. That was no doubt true; but the 
point of his persuasion lay in the consideration that North- 
umberland’s words would be as good as not spoken. ‘We 
three are but yourself, and, in these circumstances, your 
words are but as thoughts — that is, you are as safe in utter- 
ing them as if you uttered them not, inasmuch as you will be 
merely speaking to yourself’”  Blackwood’s Magazine for 
Sept. 1853, p. 306. “Mr. Collier’s annotator would read 
‘our thoughts, —an unhappy conjecture; for if they knew 
the intelligence Northumberland possessed, why need he im- 
part it? The meaning is obviously, ‘ We are all leagued 
together, and whatever you speak will be as safe in our keep- 
ing as if you only thought it” Mr. Staunton, ad 1. 


P. 258,—act i. se. 3. 


<¢< Te should have found his uncle Gaunt a father, 
To rouse his wrongers, chase them to the bay.’ 
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The old and obviously corrupt reading is, 
‘To rouse his wrongs, and chase them to the bay,’ 


upon which Mr. Singer simply remarks, ‘ wrongs is probably here used 
for wrongers.’ He did not remember, perhaps, that ‘wrongers’ is the 
very emendation in the corr. fo. 1632. It can hardly be disputed.” 


Here, beyond all possibility of doubt, “wrongs” is the 
abstract used for the concrete—like “encounters” for “ en- 
counterers” in Love’s Labour’s lost, and “reports” for “ re- 
porters’ in Antony and Cleopatra (see p. 60 of the present 
vol.), and like “ speculations” for “speculators” in King Lear, 
act 11. sc. 1. 


P. 263,—act ii. se. 2. 
“¢ Discomfortable cousin! know’st thou not, 
That when the searching eye of heaven is hid 
Behind the globe, and lights the lower world,” &c. 

On these lines Mr. Collier has no note; and is probably 
not aware that he has admitted a modern reading. All the 
old eds. have, 

“Behind the globe, thaé lights the lower world,”’ &c. 


— “ that,’ as Tollet observes, referring, not to the nearest 
antecedent, “globe,” but to “the eye of heaven.” 


P. 277,—act i. se. 4 
**1 Lady. Madam, I'll sing. 
Queen. "Tis well that thou hast cause ; 
But thou shouldst please me better, wouldst thou weep. 
1 Lady. I could weep, madam, would it do you good. 
Queen. And I could sing, would weeping do me good, 
And never borrow any tear of thee.” 

A few lines earlier than what I now quote, the old copies 
have the gross blunder, ‘ Of sorrow, or of grief?” which Pope 
corrected to “ Of sorrow, or of joy 2” —a correction adopted 
by all his successors. But an emendation which he made in 
the last of the above speeches, — “ And I could weep, would 
weeping do me good,’ —has been rejected by some of the 
more recent editors, besides Mr, Collier, though no tolerable 
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sense can be hammered out of the original reading. (Mr. 


Staunton says, “It may be worth considering whether the 
poet did not write,— 


‘And I could sing, would singing do me good.’ ” 


T cannot think so: surely, to Mr. Staunton’s conjecture, as 
well as to the old reading, the next line is fatal, — 


“ And never borrow any tear of thee.”) 


P. 292,—act v. se. 1. 

‘¢ What! is my Richard both in shape and mind 
Transform’d and weakened? Hath Bolingbroke 
Depos’d thine intellect ? hath he been in thy heart ?”’ 

There are several passages in this play,—e. g., 


“Thy thrice-noble cousin 
Harry Bolingbroke doth humbly kiss thy hand,” &c. 


Act iii. se. 3. 
and 


“What says King Bolingbroke ? will his majesty 
Give Richard leave to live till Richard die ?’— 


which make it certain that the proper regulation ofthe present 
passage 1s,— 
“What, is my Richard both in shape and mind 


Transform’d and weaken’d? hath Bolingbroke depos’d 
Thine intellect ? hath he been in thy heart ?” 


P. 295,—act v. sc. 2. 


‘<¢¢Byven so, or with much more contempt, men’s eyes 
Did scowl on gentle Richard: no man cried, God save him ; 
No joyful tongue gave him his welcome home ; 
But dust was thrown upon his sacred head, ~ 
Which with such gentle sorrow he shook off,’ &c. 


Did scovl on gentun Richard :] This important epithet is wanting in the 
folio, but is found in all the 4tos. Malone, who professed generally to 
follow the first edition, omitted ‘ gentle’ without notice.” 


Here, in deviating from the quartos, Malone showed his 
good sense,—or, to speak more properly, showed that he was 
not destitute of common sense :—he omitted “gentle” in the 
second line of the passage, both because it makes that line 
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over-measure, and because it occurs in the third line after, 
where it must keep its place. 


P. 304,— act v. sc. 4. 
«¢¢ And, speaking it, he wishtly look’d on me,’ &e. 

wisutLy] So the 4tos. of 1597 and 1598 ; probably, as the context shows, 
an abridgment of wishfully, for the sake of the metre. The two later 
Atos. and the folio read wistly, which is a different word, meaning atten- 
tively, and sometimes silently. The Rev. Mr. Dyce says that there is no 
such word as ‘wishtly,’ and he naturally resorts to Richardson’s Dic- 
tionary. The fact is that Shakespeare here, as in many other places, 
coined a word for his own use out of wishedly or wishfully: surely Mr. 
Dyce need not be informed that this was our poet’s custom, when our 
language failed under him, and could not easily be brought to express his 
meaning. When Mr. Dyce adds that, with reference to wistly, I have 
‘confounded two distinct words,’ he could not have read the last part of 
my note where I say that wistly sometimes ‘ meant attentively, and some- 
times silently.’ He spells it in the one case whistly; but our old com- 
positors might readily leave out the A, and print it wistly, i.e. silently.” 


I have nothing to say in reply to the above note :—I have 
transcribed it merely for the sake of those readers who may be 
fond of the ludicrous, and who will therefore be amused at the 
idea of ‘‘ Shakespeare coining the word wishtly, for his own 
use, out of wishedly or wishfully, because our language had 
failed under him”?! 


P. 806,—act v. se. 5. 
“¢ ¢ Now, for the sound that tells what hour it is, 
Are clamorous groans,’ dec. 


What has ‘sir’ to do in the [first] line, and whom is Richard addressing ? 
If we read for instead of ‘sir,’ a not unfrequent error (it is amended 
to for in the corr. fo. 1632), the nominative to ‘are’ will be ‘ clamorous 
groans,’ and the meaning will be ‘clamorous groans are for (or instead 
of) the sound that tells what hour it is.’ With this explanation the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce will, we apprehend, be satisfied.” 


In the preceding note, Mr. Collier says, ‘‘ His [Mr. Dyce’s]| 
explanation as to ‘sir’ is certainly wrong.” 

The reading of the old copies, which Mr. Collier so unjus- 
tifiably alters, 1s,— 


“ Now, sw, the sound,” &e. ; 
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and I deny in the most positive manner that I was wrong 
when I explained “sir” to be “merely one of those impro- 
prieties in soliloquy, of which not a few examples might be 
collected from our early dramatists.” See my Remarks, &c. 
p- 102, for examples from Shakespeare, Chapman, and Mid- 
dleton: see, too, the note ad /. in my edition of Shakespeare, 
for instances from Fletcher. 


FIRST PART OF KING HENRY IV. 


P. 821,—act i. sc. 1. In a note on the words, “‘ No more 
the thirsty entrance of this soil,” Mr. Collier says that, 
‘in Peele’s ‘ Arraignment of Paris,’ A. iv. sc. 4, entrails is unquestion- 
ably misprinted for ‘ entrance,’ where Paris talks of ‘ the entrails of my 
mortal ears,’ instead of ‘the entrance of my mortal ears.’ The Rev. 
editor has failed to detect this blunder: see Dyce’s Peele’s Works, 1. 53.” 


So far from assenting to Mr. Collier’s dictum, that in the 
following passage “‘ entrails”? is a misprint, I believe it to be 
the poet’s own word; and, moreover, I am sure that “the 
entrance of my mortal ears” would not convey the sense which 
Peele intended here ;— 


“ Now (for I must add reason for my deed) 
Why Venus rather pleas’d me of the three ; 
First, in the entrails of my mortal ears, 
The question standing upon beauty’s blaze, 
The name of her that hight the queen of love, 
Methought in beauty should not be excell’d.” 
Our early authors sometimes employ the word “ entrails”? 
where modern writers would hardly think of using it: so in 


Titus Andronicus, act i. sc. 4, we have “the ragged entrails 
of this pit.’ 


P. 334,— act 1. se. 3. 
‘¢ «Shall we buy treason, and indent with foes,’ c. 


This line affords a curious instance of the mode in which one corruption 
has been adduced to justify another. For ‘indent with fears’ of the old 
copies, the corr. fo. 1632 instructs us to read ‘indent with foes,’ and no 
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emendation can be more natural, and few misprints more easy. It has 
been the custom with the commentators to try to persuade readers to 
understand fears as ‘objects of fear,’ and the Rev. A. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ 
p- 105) brings forward a passage in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Valen- 
tinian,’ A. iv. sc. 1, which, in truth, is merely a repetition of the error 
in Shakespeare’s imputed text :— 


‘ if I must perish, 
Yet shall my foes go foremost.’ 


Nothing can be plainer; but the old compositor obscured the poet’s 
meaning by printing ‘foes’ fears, and reduced Mr. Dyce, who did not 
detect the misprint, to the necessity of explaining fears ‘ objects of fear :’ 
true, they were objects of fear, because they were ‘foes.’ So, in the 
same author’s ‘Bonduca,’ A. i. sc. 2, we have this passage, not cited by 
Mr. Dyce, 

‘ And to ourselves our own fears ;’ 
when it ought certainly to be, 

‘And to ourselves our own foes.’ 


A third proof of the same blunder (vindicated by corresponding blun- 
ders) may be pointed out in Marlowe’s ‘ Massacre at Paris’ (Dyce’s edit. 
ii. 226), where the Queen Mother says to Anjou, after his coronation, 


‘Here hast thou a country void of fears,’ 


when, as in the former cases, the plain sense of the passage instructs all 
(but commentators, who cannot allow for so ordinary a mistake) to read 
‘foes’ for fears: the Queen Mother is congratulating Anjou that he go- 
verns a country in which he has no enemies. The very sequel to the 
line in Shakespeare shows that fears cannot be the right word, for how 
could fears 
‘have lost and forfeited themselves’ ? 

The King’s ‘ foes’ had ‘lost and forfeited themselves,’ and for this reason 
he would not ‘indent’ or enter into a treaty with them. If those who 
edit old plays would not in this way support obvious blunders by their 
repetitions, the text of our early dramatists would be freed from many 
corruptions. In conclusion we may ask whether it is at all likely that 
Henry IV. would thus acknowledge, before the very friends of ‘ revolted 
Mortimer,’ that he and his partisans were ‘ objects of fear’? ‘foes’ he 
might well call them, but he could never admit that he stood in fear of 
them. It is mit FPeinden in the German.” 


I have already observed that whenever Mr. Collier meets 
with passages of other authors which are opposed to the Ms. 
Corrector’s emendations, he at once declares those passages 
to be corrupt. So, in the above note he boldly asserts that 
in the two passages of Beaumont and Fletcher, and the pass- 
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age of Marlowe, the reading of the old copies “ fears” is a 
misprint for “foes.” Now, to take only the passage of 


Valentinian,— 
“Ts not 
The sacred name and dignity of Cesar 
(Were this Aécius more than man) sufficient 
To shake off all his honesty ? he’s dangerous, 
Though he be good; and, though a friend, A FEAR’D ONE; 
And such I must not sleep by—Are they come yet !— 
I do believe this fellow, and I thank him. 
"Twas time to look about: if I must perish, 
Yet shall my FEARS go foremost,”— 


more readers, I conceive, when the passage is thus fully cited, 
will agree with me that “fears” is right and equivalent to 
“objects of fear,” than with Mr. Collier that it is a misprint 
for “foes.” (In another play by the same authors, The Maia’s 
Tragedy, act ii. sc. 2, we have the singular “ fear ;” 


“ Antiphila, in this place work a quicksand, 
And over it a shallow smiling water, 
And his ship ploughing it; and then a Year: 
Do that Kear bravely, wench.’’) 


Nor should it be forgotten that in The Second Part of 
Henry IV., act iv. sc. 4, “fears” occurs in a passage where 
neither the Ms. Corrector nor Mr. Collier have attempted any 
alteration, and where the word can have no other meaning 
than “ objects of fear ;”’ 

“Tt seem’d in me 
But as an honour snatch’d with boisterous hand ; 
And I had many living to upraid 
My gain of it by their assistances ; 
Which daily grew to quarrel and to bloodshed, 
Wounding supposed peace : all these bold fears, 
Thou see’st, with peril I have answered ; 
For all my reign hath been but as a scene 
Acting that argument,” &e. 

Mr. Collier appears not to know that, m the present pass- 
age, Hanmer, like the Ms. Corrector, read “ indent with 
foes ;’ a lection which has hitherto been so slighted that it 1s 
not even chronicled in the notes to the Variorum Shakespeare, 
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and which, in spite of its recent adoption by Mr. Collier, will 
most probably continue to be regarded as more than doubtful. 


P. 386,—act ill. sc. 3. 
*¢ <a sneak-cup.’ 


Mr. Dyce, who makes s0 little allowance for the mistakes of others, is 
quite in error when he says (‘ Remarks,’ p. 107) that a sneak-cup ‘is 
plainly one who sneaks from his cup :’ itis also one who sneaks a cup, and 
drinks slily, either out of his turn, or behind the backs of other people.” 


What Mr. Collier means by declaring that I am “ quits 
IN ERROR” about “ sneak-cup,” &c., which “is aso,” &c.,— 
he best knows himself. I only know that my explanation of 
“ sneak-cup”? (which agrees with that given by Nares, “ One 
who balks his glass, who sneaks from his cups”) is alone the 
true explanation. 


P. 391,—act iv. se. 1. 
«¢¢The quality and hair of our attempt 
Brooks no division.’ 


The word ‘ hair’ in this passage has caused some dispute... . . Johnson 
thought that ‘ hair’ was to be taken for complexion, character, and Steevens 
and Malone agreed with him. .... Worcester might mean that there 
ought to be no splitting or ‘division’ of their power, already small 
enough for the attempt: ‘the hair of our attempt brooks no division.’ 
The word ‘division’ seems to support this conjecture; but the Rev. Mr. 
Dyce mistakes when he states (‘ Remarks,’ p. 108) that I gave it as my 
explanation of the passage: I offered it then, as now, merely as a con- 
jecture.”’ 


The words in Mr. Collier’s former edition, ‘‘ Worcester, 
perhaps, means that there ought to be no splitting,” &c., 
must surely have been regarded by others besides myself as 
an explanation. But whether an explanation or a conjecture, 
it is such a one as Mr. Collier ought not to have offered, even 
in his first edition, after the notes of Johnson, Steevens, and 
Malone; and which he certainly ought to have withdrawn 
from his new edition, after the publication of my Remarks, &c., 
where I further illustrated the passage thus :— 

“To the quotations already adduced in defence of John- 
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son’s explanation (see the Var. Shakespeare), I have to add, 
not only, 
‘A lady of my hair cannot want pitying,’ 


Fletcher’s Vice Valour, act i. se. 1. 


but also another passage which proves indisputably that the 
Doctor was right. In the play of Sir Thomas More (Ms. Harl. 
7368), a fellow named Faulkner is brought in custody before 
Sir Thomas ; and when the said Faulkner, — who in conse- 
quence of a vow wears his hair very long,—tells Sir Thomas 
that he is servant to a secretary, we find (fol. 12) ; 


‘Moore. A fellow of your haire is very fitt 
To be a secretaries follower !— 


Sir Thomas using the word with a quibble,—‘ grain, texture, 
complexion, character.’”? (The play of Sir Thomas More was 
edited by me for the Shakespeare Society in 1844; in which 
edition the passage now cited occurs p. 43.) 


P, 405,— act v. sc. 1. 


** What is honour? A word. What is in that word, honour? What 
is that honour? Air.” 


Here, as in his first edition, Mr. Collier spoils Falstaff’s 
famous catechism, by adopting the ridiculous repetition of the 
4to, 1608, instead of printing, with the later eds., “ What is 
honour? A word. What is that word, honour? Air.” 


P. 409,—act v. se. 2. 


*** For, heaven to earth, some of us never shall 
A second time do such a courtesy.’ 


We do not alter the old text here, for we think the Rev. Mr. Dyce’s 
objection to ‘’Fore heaven and earth’ of the corr. fo. 1632, ought to 
have weight : it is an unusual, though by no means unprecedented, form 
of attestation on a serious occasion; and although Hotspur tells us, just 
before, that he has ‘ not well the gift of tongue,’ he would rather, on that 
account, have adopted a common mode of speaking. Mr. Dyce does not 
say what he prefers ; but ‘here on earth,’ adopted by Mr. Singer, would 
not be amiss, if we could suppose the old printer to have misread ‘ heaven’ 
here, and ‘to’ on. We leave the words ‘ For heaven to earth’ to War- 
burton’s explanation, that the odds were so great that heaven might be 
wagered against earth that many present would never again embrace.” 
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Mr. Collier, I suspect, would not easily find in any writer 
the expression “Fore heaven and earth” used as a “form of 
attestation on a serious occasion.”—In my Few Notes, &c., to 
which Mr. Collier now alludes, I certainly did not expressly 
say “what I preferred ;” but I never supposed that any one 
would doubt my approval of the old reading and of War- 
burton’s explanation:—as to Mr. Singer’s conjecture, it 1s 
about as bad as that of the Ms. Corrector. 


P. 411,—act v. sc. 3. 
¢¢¢ masking in his coats.’ 
It is ‘marching in his coats’ in all the old copies, but beyond dispute, 


even with the Rev. Mr. Dyce, it ought to be “masking.” (0s. aeoe: 
Dyce (‘ Few Notes,’ p. 96) quotes an emendation of his own in Marlowe’s 
‘Tamburlaine,’ Pt. I., A. v. sc. 2, which is in conformity with that in the 
corr. fo. 1632, viz. 
‘And mask in cottages of strowed reeds :’ 

in the early 4tos, ‘mask’ is misprinted march. Wemay take this oppor- 
tunity of stating that in the three lines introducing the one he has cited, 
there are more than as many other blunders of the press.” 

I, in my turn, “may take this opportunity of stating” 
that “the blunders” in the three lines introducing the one 
I formerly “cited,” have been corrected by me (and to my 
own satisfaction), even without the aid of Mr. Collier, in my 
one-volume edition of Marlowe’s Works, 1858, p. 33. 


P. 417,—act v. sc. 4. 

‘¢<¢ There is Percy [Throwing down the body}. If your father will do 
me any honour, so,’ Wc. 

Throwing down the body.\ This stage-direction is found no where but in 
my corr. fo. 1632, and Mr. Singer (perhaps not thinking the point worth 
notice, although it alters the whole business of the scene) has copied it 
without observation. It shows what was the practice of our old stage, 
and what certainly ought to have been the practice on our modern stage, 
viz. that Falstaff, instead of keeping the corpse of Percy on his back till 
the end of the scene, should relieve himself from the burden by throwing 
it down.” 

Was there ever an editor who made so many random 
assertions as Mr. Collier? Before accusing Mr. Singer of 
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copying, without acknowledgment, “ this stage - direction 
found no where but in my corr. fo. 1632,” why did he not 
look how the passage is given in the later editions of Shake- 
speare,—in the Variorum one, for instance, of 1821? In that 
edition it stands thus ; 

“There is Percy : [Throwing the body down.] if your father will 
do me any honour, so,” &e. 


Besides, Mr. Collier is quite in the dark about “ the practice 
on our modern stage,” when he fancies that “ Falstaff keeps 
the corpse of Percy on his back till the end of the scene.” I 
never saw a Falstaff that did so, and I have seen several : — 
but as, in all probability, Mr. Collier will not take my word 
for it, I call in the unimpeachable testimony of Oxberry’s 
acting edition of the play, 1822 ; 


‘ then am I a Jack.—(Throws the body down.) —There is 
Percy. If your father will do me any honour, so,” &c. 


P. 419,—act v. sc. 5. 
‘¢ “Which not to be avoided falls on me.’ 


There can hardly be a doubt that this is the line Shakespeare wrote, and 
not, as it lamely stands in the old copies (lamely as regards both metre 


and meaning), 
‘ Since not to be avoided 7¢ falls on me.’ 


The emendation is from the corr. fo. 1632,” ec. 


One of the hundreds of variations imtroduced by the Ms. 
Corrector in sheer wantonness. As to the metre, — that of 
the old line is right enough (if we do not ¢ry to spoil it by 
laying an emphasis on “ me”); and as to the meaning, — that 
of the old line has decidedly the advantage in clearness. 


SECOND PART OF KING HENRY IV. 


P. 441,—act 1. se. 2. 
‘both the diseases prevent my curses.’ 

It is in the old copies ‘both the degrees’ .... Mr. Singer observes 
that ‘it has been proposed to change degrees to diseases.’ Where has it 
been proposed? In the corr. fo. 1632, but he has again forgotten to 
name the source of his information,” Wc. 

See pp. 1, 2 of the present volume. 

I 
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P. 447,—act 11. sc. 1. 

‘¢¢ A hundred mark isa long score for a poor lone woman to bear,’ &e. 
a long scorn] In the old editions it is ‘a long one,’ which Theobald 
altered to Joan, but the true word is doubtless ‘score,’ which is found in 
the margin of the corr. fo. 1632: the old printer blundered between 
‘score,’ one, and ‘ lone,’ and composed the wrong word.” 

Nay, “the true word is doubtless” the word of the old 
copies, — “one;” which Douce thus explains most satisfac- 
torily ; “The hostess means to say that a hundred mark is 
a long mark, that is, score, reckoning, for her to bear. The 
use of mark in the singular number in familiar language, ad- 
mits very well of this equivoque.” (In a note ad /, in my ed. 
of Shakespeare I have cited another attempt at a pun by Mrs. 
Quickly, — “You shall have An fool’s head of your own.” 
The Merry Wives of Windsor, act i. sc. 4.) 


P. 460,—act 1. se. 4. 
‘¢¢orant that, my pure virtue, grant that.’ 
PURE virtue| It is ‘ poor virtue’ in all the old impressions, and amended 
to ‘ pure virtue,’ used ironically, in the corr. fo. 1632. Here Mr. Singer’s 
amended copy of the same edition comes to his aid, for he finds the change 
(never before proposed) irresistible.” 

Mr. Collier and Mr. Singer might have learned from 
Johnson’s Dictionary that “poor” is sometimes nearly equi- 
valent to dear :—and see the passages cited in p. 79 of the 
present volume. 


P. 469,—act u. se. 4. 

‘¢*« Hor the boy,—there is a good angel about him, but the devil out- 
bids him too. 

P. Hen. For the women ? 

Fal. For one of them, she is in hell already, and burns poor souls. 
For the other, I owe her money, and whether she be damned for that, I 
know not.’ 

she is 1N hell already,| We ought probably to read a@ for ‘in,’ Fal- 
staff’s meaning being that Doll is herself a hell already, and ‘ burns poor 
souls’ by inflicting her diseases upon them. The Rev. Mr. Dyce has not 
understood the passage, and pins his faith upon Sir T. Hanmer, who 
varies from the old text, and prints ‘ poor soul,’ as if those words applied 
to Doll.”’ 
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In his former edition Mr. Collier pointed the last of the 
above speeches thus, “ For one of them, she is in hell already, 
and burns, poor souls,’—which, surely, it was no wonder that 
“the Rev. Mr. Dyce did not understand :” —in his present 
edition Mr. Collier points the words so as to make them con- 
vey a sense which is little better than nonsense. In short, 
Mr. Collier, clinging pertinaciously to error, is the only edi- 
tor since Hanmer’s days who has not adopted the correction 
“poor soul,’ —a correction in which it seems strange that 
Hanmer should not have been anticipated by Rowe or Pope 
or Theobald. — Falstaff calls Doll “poor soul” because she 
was “in hell already, burning” (with the ues venerea). 


P. 471,—act u. se. 4. 

‘** Host. O! run, Doll, run; run, good Doll. Come.—She comes 
blubbered. — Yea—will you come, Doll 2” 

In my Remarks, &c. p. 118, I observed that here the 
words “ She comes blubbered,”’ instead of being addressed, as 
Mr. Collier supposed, “to Bardolph within,” are evidently a 
stage-direction which has crept into the text by some mistake, 
and which means merely that the boy who acted Doll was “to 
come in a fit of weeping.” Of that observation Mr. Collier 
takes no notice in his new edition: but he says that the “She 
comes blubbered” is “ addressed to Bardolph outside, as a rea- 
son why Doll does not instantly comply.” Do the words 
read like “a reason” ? 


P, 472,— act mi. se. 1. 
““¢ Then, happy low, lie down!’ 


There is no pretext here for Warburton’s proposed emendation, ‘Then, 
happy lowly clown,’ which the Rev. Mr. Dyce weakly and, we must say, 
somewhat timidly advocates,” &c. 


What I said in my Remarks, &c. p. 118, was that “the 
conjecture of Warburton ought to be mentioned by every 
editor of Shakespeare ;” and that, though certain passages 
“may be cited in confirmation of Warburton’s conjecture, I 
must not be understood as if recommending its adoption into 
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| the text: — which nobody, except Mr. Collier, would call 
ADVOCATING Warburton’s correction. 


oa P. 487, —act iv. se. 1. 
; | e . e 
nar ‘¢ Turning your books to glaives, your ink to blood, 
Your pens to lances, and your tongue divine 
To a loud trumpet and a point of war ?”’ 


| In the first of these lines Mr. Collier, on the authority of 
4 the Ms. Corrector, has altered “ graves’ to “ glaives,” which 
| he says “must be right, the error probably having arisen 
from mishearing.” But assuredly there is no error in the 
bia original word: our early authors frequently write “ graves” 
nt when they mean “ greaves,” — which, of course, is the proper 
spelling here in a modern edition.—On the reading in the 
third line, “and a point of war,” Mr. Collier’s note is; 
“¢¢ And report of war’ in the corr. fo. 1632, and probably rightly, but we 
forbear to alter ‘a point of war’ because it may be Shakespeare's expres- 


sion. Nevertheless, in ‘ Richard III.’ A. iv. sc. 4, we meet with the 
phrase, ‘the clamorous report of war.’ ”’ 


, It was a lucky chance that, in all his uncertaimty about the 
| genuine lection, Mr. Collier happened to retain “a point of 
' war ;” for itis by no means an uncommon expression: e. g. 
h | it occurs in a play which he himself edited,— Peele’s Kd- 


ne ward I, ; 
! “‘ Matrevers, thou 

}) Sound proudly here a perfect point of war 
i In honour of thy sovereign’s safe return.” 


Dodsley’s Old Plays, vol. xi. 13, ed. Collier. 


and in Greene’s Orlando Furioso ; 


) That Orlando, the County Palatine, 

| Is come this morning with a band of French 

ih t To play him hunt’s-up with a point of war,” &e. 

; | Dram. Works, i. 18, ed. Dyce. 
; 


| “Tell him from me, false coward as he is, 


j P. 487,—act iv. se. 1. 
th: 

1 « *¢¢ And are enfore’d from our most quiet chair 
By the rough torrent of occasion,’ &e. 


" [ ess f LES poles 
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most quiet cHAIR] The folio, 1623, has ‘most quiet there,’ another eyi- 
dent mishearing, there for ‘chair,’ to which it is changed in the corr. fo. 
1632. The Archbishop refers to his own tranquil seat in his diocese, 
from which he has been driven by ‘ the rough torrent of occasion.’” 

The alteration “chair” cannot be right; because here the 
Archbishop is undoubtedly speaking of his associates as well 
as of himself. Warburton’s “sphere” is a much more pro- 
bable correction. 


P. 490,— act iv. sc. l. 


‘* And present execution of our wills 
To us, and to our purposes, confin’d,” &c. 

Here Mr. Collier continues to patronise the misprint 
“eonfin’d,” though in my Remarks, &c., p. 115, I particu- 
larly called his attention to the following passages adduced 
by Malone to support Johnson’s emendation “ consign’d” (in 
the sense of sealed, ratified, confirmed) ; 


“ And, (God consigning to my good intents),” &e. 
Act v. sc. 2 of the present play. 


« And will consign thereto.” Henry JV. act v. se. 2. 
“a hard condition for a maid to consign to.” Id. wbid. 


Hanmer printed ; 


“‘T'o us, and to our purposes, con4rm’d,” &c. 


P. 491,—act iv. se. 1. 


“*<¢So that this land, like an offensive wife, 
That hath enrag’d her man to offer strokes, 
As he is striking, holds his infant up, 

And hangs resolv’d correction in the arm 
That was uprear’d to execution.’ 


That hath enrag’d HER MAN to offer strokes,| So the corr. fo. 1632, the 
usual reading being ‘that hath enrag’d him on to offer strokes.’ There 
can be no doubt that ‘her man’ is the genuine language of Shakespeare, 
and that the objection that ‘her man’ for her husband, was not the 
phraseology of the poet’s time, is merely futile ; for what can be said of 
the passage in ‘Hamlet,’ to quote no other, where (A. iv. sc. 3) it is said 
¢man and wife is one flesh’? Does not ‘man’ there mean husband, as 
much as ‘wife’ means wife? ‘Her man,’ then pronounced broadly, was 
misheard him on.” 
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The “objection” that man formerly was not used in the 
sense of husband seems to have been “ supposed” by Mr. Col- 
lier, that he might have the pleasure of combating it. But 
be that as it may, the change of “him on” to “her man” was 
evidently made by the Corrector under the idea that it would 
render the meaning of the passage more clear,— and most 
unnecessarily was it made, for no one could doubt that “ him” 
is the king, the husband of “an offensive wife,” 1.e. his re- 
bellious kingdom.— Mr. Collier’s statement that “ ‘her man,’ 
then pronounced broadly, was misheard him on,” only shows 
what lengths he will go in the cause of his Corrector. 


P. 495,—act iv. sc. 2. 
“* ¢ And, good my lord, so please you, let your trains 
March by us, that we may peruse the men 
We should have cop’d withal.’ 


let your trains| It is ‘ owr trains’ in the 4to. and folio copies, but Prince 
John could not wish to see his own trains, but those with whom his 
troops were to have ‘coped.’ Our is amended to ‘your’ in the corr. fo. 
1632. In accordance with this request by Prince John, the Archbishop 
tells Hastings to let the troops that had come with them ‘ march by.’ ” 


“The plural, trains, seems to favour the old reading 
[‘ our’?].” Martone. “The Prince was desirous to see 
their ¢rain, and therefore, under pretext of affording them a 
similar gratification, proposed that both trains should pass in 
review.” STEEVENS. 


P. 506,—act iv. sc. 4. 
*** this is a sleep, 
That from this golden rigol hath divore’d 
So many English kings.’ 
this golden Ricou| ‘ Rigol’ means a circle. I know not (observes Stee- 
vens) that it is used by any author but Shakespeare, who introduces it 
likewise in his ‘ Lucrece ;’ 


‘About the mourning and congealed face 

Of that black blood a watery vigol goes.’ 
. . »» We also find in Middleton (Works by Dyce, v. 536) the expres- 
sion ‘ wriggle-eyed damosel’ as the editor spells it, (it is r¢gle-eyde in the 
original,) and as if he meant that the girl’s eyes wandered, or wriggled, 


Sees ae te ars: ons. 
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to and fro, when all that is intended is to call her rownd-eyed. The 
Rev. Mr. Dyce must have entirely forgotten the ‘ golden rigol’ of ‘Henry 
IV., Pt. ii.,’ as well as the ‘watery rigol’ of our poet’s ‘ Lucrece.’ We 
are confident that he has too much taste and judgment ever to repeat 
the error.” 

Sure enough Mr. Collier’s “taste and judgment” were in 
abeyance when he penned the above note. 

The passage of Middleton, which occurs in a prose-piece 
entitled The Black Book, is this ; 


“Let no young wriggle-eyed damosel, if her years have struck 
twelve once, be left unassaulted, but it must be thy office to lay 
hard siege to her honesty, and to try if the walls of her maidenhead 
may be scaled with a ladder of angels ; for one acre of such wenches 
will bring in more at year’s end than a hundred acres of the best 
harrowed land between Deptford and Dover :’— 
where “‘rigle-eyde (wriggle-eyed) damosel” evidently means 
“damsel with rolling or roving eyes.” 

That such a compound epithet as “ rigol-eyed” = circle- 
eyed, round-eyed, would suggest itself to any writer, is the 
height of improbability ; and, even supposing that there was 
such a word, who ever heard of a “round-eyed damosel’’ ? 


P, 508, — act iv. se. 4. 
<¢¢ Now, where is he that will not stay so long, 
Till his friend sickness’ hands determin’d me ?’ 
Till his friend sickness’ HANDS determin’d me?) we. ‘ Until the hands of 
his friend, sickness, have ended me.’ The folio poorly substitutes hath 
for ‘hands,’ and injures the personification of the prince’s ‘ friend, sick- 
ness.’ All the modern editors follow the misreading of the folio, and 
Mr. Singer perseveres in the blunder, in spite of our caution.” 

What was Mr. Collier thinking of when he brought into 
the text, from the quarto, such a prodigy of a reading as 
“hands”? Why, the very next word “ determin’d” proclaims 
it to be wrong: if Shakespeare had written “hands,” he must 
also have written “ determine.” 

Poet, 


AChcV¥ SCs 


**this doth infer the zeal I had to see him. 
Shal. It doth so. 
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ee Fal. It shows my earnestness of affection. 

ag Pist. It doth so. 

a Fal. My devotion. 

‘ Pist. Tt doth, it doth, it doth.” 

i What Mr. Collier here assigns to Pistol, manifestly .be- 
| longs to Shallow. (In the quarto the second, fourth, and 
sixth of these speeches have the prefix “ Pist.” In the folio 
the second speech is rightly given to Shallow; but, by mis- 
| take, the fourth and sixth speeches are left with the prefix 
4 far ist?) 


/ KING HENRY V. 

P. 551,—act 1. se. 2. 
‘¢¢'T'o tear and havoc more than she can eat.’ 

The folio reads, ‘'T'o tame and havoc :’ the 4tos. have spoil... . Mr. 
Singer adopts ‘tear’ from our first edition, and might have acknowledged 
it without any very heavy burden of obligation.” 

In guarding the emendations of his Ms. Corrector, as well 
as his own, Mr. Collier not only 


“ Hangs like the dragon o’er th’ Hesperian fruit,” 


but is haunted with suspicions from which, by all accounts, 
i | that vigilant animal was free: he is ever and anon imagining 
| that somebody has purloined his treasures,—especially poor 
i? Mr. Singer; against whom he here, as in various other places, 
brings an unfounded charge: — Rowe printed “To tear and 
havoc” in the second edition of his Shakespeare. 


***T will keep my state, 
Be like a king, and show my soul of greatness, 
} | When I do rouse me in my throne of France: 
For here I have laid by my majesty, 
And plodded like a man for working days, 

) But I will rise there,’ &e, 
; sou of greatness,| ‘ Sail of greatness’ in all the early impressions, and in 
ie every modern edition, but an indisputable and an easy misprint for ‘soul,’ 

b | which is the word substituted in the corr. fo. 1632: two lines below it 


| 
| ] P. 555,—act i. se. 2. 
' 
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tells us to read ‘ here’ for that, and with obvious propriety, because ‘ here’ 
is put in opposition to ‘there’ in the next line but one.” 

“ Sail’ is by no means “ an indisputable misprint.” In 
my ed. of Shakespeare I have cited ad I. the metaphorical use 
of the word “ sadl”’ from Henry VI. Part Third, act ii. sc. 3,— 


“now Margaret 
Must strike her sail, and learn awhile to serve, 
Where kings command.” 


And I now find that, in addition to these lines, Mr. Staunton 
(who “believes sail in the present passage to have been 
Shakespeare’s expression”) has quoted from Massinger’s Pic- 
ture, act li. sc. 2, 


“Such is my fwll-sail’d confidence,” 


and from Beaumont and Fletcher’s Thierry and Theodoret, 


act 11. se. 1, 
‘** And in his full-sail’d confidence,” &c¢.— 


The old reading, “ For that” (or, as the quartos of 1600 and 
1608 read, “ For this’) “I have laid by my majesty,” &c., is 
well explained by Johnson ; “To qualify myself for this un- 
dertaking, I have descended from my station, and studied the 
arts of life in a lower character.” 


P. 556,—act 1. se. 2. 


‘¢¢ Therefore, let our proportions for these wars 
Be soon collected, and all things thought upon, 
That may with seasonable swiftness add 
More feathers to our wings,’ &c. 


SEASONABLE swiftness| So the corr. fo. 1632, for ‘reasonable swiftness’ of 
the old copies. There can be no hesitation in adopting this trifling but 
important emendation (trifling as regards the mere change of a letter, 
but important in reference to the intentions of the King), and Mr. 
Singer was unable to resist it — especially as he finds it singularly forti- 
fied by the very same alteration in his folio, 1632. Nobody ever hinted 
at this emendation before it made its appearance in ‘ Notes and Emenda- 
tions,’ p. 256.” 

Here the alteration of “reasonable” to “seasonable” was 


just such a change as the two Ms. Correctors,—ever in search 
of matter whereon to exercise their ingenuity, and seldom 


~~ OS 
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entering deeply into the poet’s meaning,— were almost sure 
to make.— Steevens aptly compares Troilus and Cressida, 
act ll. sc. 2; 
“Who marvels then, when Helenus beholds 

A Grecian and his sword, if he do set 

The very wings of reason to his heels,” &e. 
Mr. Staunton justly says that “‘seasonable,’ however plau- 
sible, is tame and prosaic.” 


P. 559,—act i. se. 1. 
***O well-a-day, lady! if he be not hewn now !—we shall see wilful 
adultery and murder committed.’ 


HEWN| The Rev. Mr. Dyce prefers drawn to ‘ hewn,’ and thinks it 
necessary to adduce several passages to show that drawn means the 
drawing of a sword. All we can say is, that drawn would do very well, 
if it were in any old copy: ‘hewn’ is in the folio, 1623, and of course 
means that Mrs. Quickly fears that her husband will be ‘ hewn’ down, 
and thereby ‘ wilful adultery and murder committed.’ Why are we to 
change a word which probably was Shakespeare’s, for another word 
which probably was not Shakespeare’s, for which there is no authority, 
and which is not at all required ?” 


So, Theobald’s alteration “drawn” (for to Theobald I 


must resign it) “is not at all required,” because “ ‘if he be not 
hewn’ means, of course, ‘if Hy WILL Not BE hewn down’’’! 


P. 563,—act li. se. 2. 
‘“ ¢ we consider, 
It was excess of wine that set him on ; 
And, on our more advice, we pardon him.’ 


our more advice,| It is ‘iis more advice’ in the folio, 1623, but the man 
was not pardoned on his own ‘more advice,’ but on the ‘more advice’ of 
the King who had committed him yesterday: his is therefore amended 
to ‘our’ in the corr. fo. 1632.’’ 

Whatever be the exact meaning here of “on Ais more 
advice” (whether it be equivalent, as Johnson explains it, to 
“on his return to more coolness of mind,” or, as Mr. Staun- 
ton supposes, to “on his further representations”), it is un- 
questionably the phraseology of our early writers; and My. 
Collier, as editor of Shakespeare, is guilty of a grave offence 
when he so inconsiderately discards it. 


i : , 
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P. 576,—act iii. se. 1. 


*** On, on, you noblest English ! 
Whose blood is fet from fathers of war-proof,’ Wc. 


you NosLEst Hnglish!] So the folio, 1632: the folio, 1623, has ‘ you 
noblish English,’ the compositor having carelessly confounded the two 
terminations.” 


I have elsewhere remarked, that for the mistake “noblish” 
the editor of the second folio ought to have substituted, not 
“noblest” but “nodle ;” since the expression “ noble English” 
is sufficiently strong as opposed to “good yeomen.” In King 
John, act v. sc. 4, Melun says to the revolted lords of Eng- 
land, 

“Fly, noble English, you are bought and sold.” 


P. 587,—act i. se. 6. 
‘<¢ There is an ancient, lieutenant, there at the pridge,’ &c. 


Fluellen does not seem to be sure whether the person at the bridge was 
an ‘ancient’ or a lieutenant. The 4to. has ensigne, and the folio ‘ aun- 
shient lieutenant.’ The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ p. 117) seems about 
as much puzzled as Fluellen, and fancies that ‘lieutenant’ must apply 
to Gower, who, by the way, was a captain, as we afterwards learn. After 
all, as Mr. Dyce says, it is very likely to be an error of the printer, who 
might mistake, and mean to correct ‘ancient’ by ‘lieutenant,’ or vice 
versd ; but it cannot be a question of much importance, especially as 
Pistol, in his own proper person, comes in instantly afterwards.” 


When Mr. Collier states that “the Rev. Mr. Dyce fancies 
that ‘leutenant’? must apply to Gower, who, by the way, was 
a captain, as we afterwards learn,’—he. resorts to such mis- 
representation as amounts to POSITIVE FALSEHOOD. What I 
said was, that Mr. Collier’s absurd punctuation of the passage 
(which punctuation he still retains) made ‘lieutenant’ apply 
to Gower, who was, in fact, a captain,n—my remark standing 
verbatim as follows ; 

“But Mr. Collier prefers the reading of the folio, and 
points the words thus, ‘There is an ancient, lieutenant, there 
at the pridge,’ &c.’—a punctuation which makes ‘ lieutenant ’ 
apply to the person addressed by Fluellen, viz. Gower, who 
throughout the play is repeatedly termed ‘ captain?!” 
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P. 616,— act iv. se. 5. 


*¢ «Shame, and eternal shame, nothing but shame! 
Let us not fly :—in !—once more back again,’ we. 


Let us Nov Fuy :—in /-—once more back again ;| So the corr. fo. 1632 : 
the negative having been omitted by accident in the Ms., the compositor 
seems to have printed dze for ‘fly.’ Bourbon encourages the French 
nobles not to fly, but to return once more to the battle. The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ p. 119) advocates the insertion of ‘ honour,’ not from 
Bourbon’s speech in the 4tos, but from the speech of the Constable of 
France: according to this method, it would be easy to import any word 
that was wanted from any other part of the 4tos. The change in the 
corr. fo. 1632 is natural and consistent.” 

To “illustrate” the above note,—from which it would 
require more than ordinary sagacity to discover, either what 
the folio reads here, or what the reading is which “ the Rev. 
Mr. Dyce advocates,’”’—I adduce that portion of my Remarks, 
&e., to which Mr. Collier refers : 

“‘ In the folio the line stands thus ; 


‘ Let us dye in once more backe againe,’ 


a word being evidently omitted; and several years have now 
elapsed since the true reading, 


‘Let us die in honour: once more back again,’ 


was restored by Mr. Knight (in his Pictorial Shakespeare) 
from the corresponding scene of the quarto, where we find ; 


‘ Lets dye with honor ; our shame doth last too long.’ 


See Mr. Knight’s very satisfactory note ad 1.” 

My. Knight’s note 1s this ; 

“ Let’s die in honour. The ordinary reading is ‘Let us 
die instant.’ Malone would read, ‘ Let us die in fight.’ The 
folio reads ‘Let us die in; which Mason says is the true 
reading. To justify and explain our reading we must exhibit 
the greatly altered scene of the quarto ; which is also a curious 
example of the mode in which the text of the folio was ex- 
panded and amended,—and that certainly by the poet :— 


‘GeBon. O diabello ! 
Con. Mort de ma vie ! 
Ort, O what a day is this! 
Bour. O jour del honte ! all is gone ; all is lost! 
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or 


Con. We are enow yet living in the field 
To smother up the English, 
If any order might be thought upon. 
Bour. A plague of order! once more to the field ; 
And he that will not follow Bourbon now, 
Let him go, &ce. 
Con. Disorder, that hath spoil’d us, right us now ! 
Come we in heaps, we'll offer up our lives 
Unto these English, or else die with fame. 
Come, come along : 
Let's die with honour ; our shame doth last too long.’ 


It is wonderful how the commentators have misused this text, 
without endeavouring by it to illustrate the difficulty in the 
text of the folio. A word is omitted of some sort :—the 
quarto gives them the very passage—‘ Let’s die with honour.’ 
But that they refuse to see; and although the whole scene has 
been so amplified and improved, they ‘restore a line from the 
quarto’ which is not found in the folio— 


‘Unto these English, or else die with fame.’ 


Shakspere had previously given the sentiment in ‘ Let’s die 
in honour ;’ the word ‘ honour’ being unquestionably omitted 
in the printing of what he wrote.” 

Nor am I the only editor to whom Mr. Knight’s note 
appears ‘‘ very satisfactory :’’—Mr. Staunton prints, 


“Let’s die in honour: once more back again,” &e., 


and observes; ‘‘ The reading of the text, which was suggested 
by Mr. Knight, is supported by a line in the corresponding 
scene of the quartos,” &c. 

In his first edition Mr. Collier adhered to the reading of 
the folio, vainly attempting to render it intelligible by pointing 
it thus, 


‘¢ Let us die :—in !—Once more back again,” &c. 


which, except as regards the metre, is perhaps not worse than 
the piece of botchery he has borrowed from the Ms. Correc- 
tor for his present edition ; 


‘* Let us not fly -—in!—once more back again,” &c. 


STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES 


[ VOL, III. 


) FIRST PART OF KING HENRY VI. 
i | P. 658,—act 1. se. 1. 


pea ‘*¢ Hundreds he sent to hell, and none durst stand him ; 
ote Here, there, and every where, enrag’d he slew.” 


i tach 


Here the only note in the Var. Shakespeare is, “I sus- 
pect[!!] the author wrote flew. Matonr.”—Mr. Collier gives 
” without any observation; and therefore we may con- 
clude that the Ms. Corrector, who has put so many passages 
wrong, did not put the present one right. 


“slew, 


Sets 


yy P. 662, — act 1. se. 3. 
A ‘* Priest, beware your beard ; 
I mean to tug it, and to cuff you soundly. 
Under my feet I stamp thy cardinal’s hat, 
In spite of pope or dignities of church ; 
Here by the cheeks I’ll drag thee up and down.” 
The reading of the second folio (which Mr. Collier does 
not mention), “ Under my feet I’// stamp,” &c., is most dis- 
tinctly shown by the context to be the true one. 


| P, 663, — act i. se. 3. 
it *“OQome, officer: as loud as thou canst cry. 
Off. All manner of men,” &e. 
| Tn the folio thus; 
“Come Officer, as lowd as e’re thou canst, ery : 
All manner of men,” &¢.,— 


the comma before “cry,’”’ and the colon after it, proving that 
word to be a stage-direction. We ought therefore to print ; 
/ “Come, officer ; as loud as e’er thou canst. 


Of: |veads| All manner of men,’ &c.,— 


, | and not,—as Mr. Collier does on his Corrector’s authority,— 
throw out “e’er,” and make the stage-direction “cry” a por- 
tion of the verse. 
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P. 694, — act 111. se. 2. 


‘** Foul fiend of France, and hag of hell’s despite,’ &c. 
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hag of unun’s despite,| It is ‘hag of all despite’ in the folios, a very poor 
and tame expression compared with ‘hag of hell’s despite,’ to which it 
is amended in the corr. fo. 1632. We are confident that such must have 
been the poet’s language, and it fully accords with Talbot’s last speech, ”’ 

Mr. Collier has wrought himself into a belief that he may 
take such liberties with the text of Shakespeare as most edi- 
tors would shrink from taking with the text of even very in- 
ferior poets; for this change of “all? to “hell’s” belongs to 
a numerous class of alterations introduced by Mr. Collier, not 
because the old reading is unintelligible or conveys an ob- 
Jectionable sense, but because what the Ms. Corrector has 
been pleased to substitute for it, is, in Mr. Collier’s opinion, a 
grand improvement. 

And what is the meaning of “hag of hell’s despite’? 
doubt if it means any thing at all, though the Corrector seems 
to have considered it equivalent to “hag of hellish despite.” 

With the old reading compare ; 

“Go see him out at gates, and follow him, 
As he hath follow’d you, with all despite,” &e. 
Coriolanus, act iii. se. 3. 
“and, by my soul, 
If this right hand would buy two hours’ life, 
That I in all despite might rail at him, 
This hand should chop it off,” &e. 
Third Part of Henry VT, act ii. se. 6. 


P. 711, — act iv. sc. 4. 
**¢To beat assailing death from his weak legions,’ dc. 

LEGIONS :] The folios have regions: most probably, though not neces- 
sarily, an error, which was corrected by Rowe. We are ina hard strait 
with the Rev. Mr. Dyce, for here he almost blames us for not preferring 
the old lection, regions, while at the same moment he expresses his 
entire approbation of the new lection ‘ legions’ (Remarks, p. 125). When 
he adds that he ‘cannot form the most distant idea’ of certain argu- 
ments, we fear we cannot help him.” 

In the course of my life I have had to execute several 
literary tasks which were not a little irksome; but far more 
painful than any of them is the task of showing —as I am 
constrained to do in various places of this volume — that Mr. 
Collier is 
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“not 
At all a friend to truth.”— 

Mr. Collier’s note on “legions” in his first edition was 
only what now forms the commencement of his present note ; 

‘The folios have regions; most probably, though not necessarily, 
an error, which was corrected by Rowe :” 
and what I really remarked on it was; 

‘This is one of the notes in which Mr. Collier evinces a 
sort of kindly feeling towards the misprints of the old copies, 
dismissing them, when he does not receive them into the text, 
with an express declaration that they may nevertheless be the 
genuine readings. What arguments could be advanced in de- 
fence of ‘regions,’ I cannot form even the most distant idea.” 


P. 712, — act iv. se. 4. 
‘¢¢ Orleans the Bastard, Charles, and Burgundy,’ &c. 
The conjunction is from the folio, 1632, and the line can scarcely be 
read metrically without it.” 

When the editor of the second folio inserted “and” in 
this line, he, as in many other places, ignorantly injured the 
metre which he fancied he was assisting: see Walker’s Shake- 
speare’s Versification, &c. p. 15. 


P. 720, -—act v. se. 1. 
<¢¢ The Earl of Armagnac, near kin to Charles,’ &c. 
near KIN to Charles,| Of the fitness of this emendation there can be no 
doubt, and it is from the corr. fo. 1632. .... In the folio, 1623, the 
word is knit for ‘kin,’ an evident and an easy misprint. Mr. Singer is 
obliged to admit that ‘it has been proposed to read ‘near £in to Charles.’ ’ 
Where has it been so proposed? In the corr. fo. 1632, which Mr. Singer 
has always such a wish toignore. The emendation was never suggested 
(not even in Mr. Singer’s corrected folio, 1632) until it appeared in our 


09 
é 


volume of ‘ Notes and Emendations,’ p. 277. 


If Mr. Collier had only taken the trouble to make himself 
tolerably conversant with what was done for the text of Shake- 
speare during the eighteenth century, he would have been 
spared the mortification of learning that most of his accusa- 
tions against Mr. Singer are utterly false: — Pope printed 
“near kin to Charles,” Xc. 
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P. 723, — act v. sc. 3. 


*** And ye, choice spirits, that admonish me, | 
Now, ye familiar spirits, that are call’d 
Out of the powerful regions under earth,’ &c. 


that are cauu'D| It is cull’d in the old copies, but spirits are ‘call’d’ by 
magicians and necromancers out of the regions ‘under earth,’ and the 
word is altered to ‘ call’d’ in the corr. fo. 1632.” 

Here the Ms. Corrector alters a word with which he 
ought not to have meddled, and leaves unaltered a decided 
misprint. Read,— 

“‘ Now, ye familiar spirits, that are cudl'd 

Out of the powerful /egions under earth,” &c. 
“Cull?d” is proved to be right by the line above, “ And ye 
choice spirits,’ &c.— Warburton first suggested “ powerful 
legions” for the almost nonsense of “ powerful regions ;” and 
Malone observes ad J., “In a former passage, regions seems to 
have been printed instead of legions ; at least all the editors 
from the time of Mr. Rowe have there substituted the latter 
word instead of the former. [See p. 127 of the present vo- 
lume.| The word cull’d, and the epithet powerful, which is 
applicable to the fiends themselves, but not to their place of 
residence, show that it has an equal title to a place in the 
text here. So, in Zhe Tempest [act iii. sc. 3], 

‘But one fiend at a time, 

Pll fight their degions-o’er.’” 
On this emendation “ degions’’ see more in Add. and Corr. to 
my ed. of Shakespeare, p. ccxi. 


P. 729,—act v. se. 3. 


‘* ¢ Bethink thee on her virtues that surmount, 
’Mid natural graces that extinguish art,’ &e. 


’Mip natural graces| For ‘’Mid,’ 7. e. amid, the folio, 1623, has Mad, and 

the folio, 1632, Made, but the old annotator on that edition amends it, 

incontestably, to ‘’Mid.’ The Rev. Mr. Dyce, we think, somewhere 

(not in his ‘ Remarks’ nor in his ‘ Few Notes’) claims to have discovered 

the fitness of this alteration long ago: if so, of course we give him full 

credit for it. Mr. Singer still cannot bring himself to mention our corr. 
K 
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fo. 1632, but admits that ‘Mid’ has been proposed: he however puts up 
with M. Mason’s And, rather than attribute the merit of ‘’Mid’ to the 
corr. fo. 1632. If he had known of Mr. Dyce’s lucky guess, it would 
have saved him some annoyance.” 


I believe that Mr. Singer conscientiously rejected the al- 
teration “’Mid.” I (who, as it appears from the above note, 
had a right to use that alteration) have also rejected it in my 
recent edition of Shakespeare, preferring ‘‘ And.” So too has 
Mr. Staunton done. 


VOL. IV.] OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 


V OGaLv: 


SECOND PART OF KING HENRY VI. 
P. 14,—act 1. se. 2. 


** “Methought, I sat in seat of majesty, 
In the cathedral church of Westminster, 
And in that chair where kings and queens were crown’d ; 
Where Henry, and dame Margaret, kneel’d to me, 
And on my head did set the diadem.’ 


WERE crown’d ;| Most modern editors have substituted are for ‘ were,’ 
against all authority.” 

The folio, indeed, has “wer crownd,’ &c.: but those 
editors who printed “are crown’d” (as the sense requires) had 
the authority of the original play,— 


‘and seated in the chaire 
Where Kings and Queenes ave crownde,” «ec. 
oO 


ite dv 


*** 1 Pet. My masters, let’s stand close: my lord protector will come 
this way by and by, and then we may deliver our supplications in 
sequel.’ 


acti. sc: 3. 


i SEQUEL.| 7.¢. In sequence or succession: but the first Petitioner 
makes a very palpable blunder between one word and another. The Rev. 
Mr. Dyce devotes two pages of his ‘ Few Notes’ (pp. 99, 100) to showing 
that Peter (who does not here speak at all) did not blunder; but the 
blunder is not by Peter, but by the first Petitioner, 1 Pet. in the old 
copies: when Peter afterwards speaks he is so called in the prefixes. 
The Rev. Mr. Dyce (and Mr. Singer after him, though he does not cite 
his authority) would read ‘in the coil,’ and for the sake of their conjec- 
ture would spell ‘ coil’ guoz/, and explain it ‘in the stir.’ No speculation 
could well be more unhappy, and the very words the first Petitioner 
uses, ‘I'll be the first, sure,’ show that he meant sequence, though he 
said ‘sequel :’ he would make certain of being earliest in the delivery of 
his petition. If Mr. Dyce and Mr. Singer had but read four lines far- 
ther, even they could hardly have refused to see that ‘sequel’ is the very 
word that is wanted, and that ¢he guil was a very easy and probable cor- 
ruption for it. They were, however, in such haste to oppose the Ms. cor- 
rection in the folio, 1632, that they would not give themselves time to 
look at the context.” 
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Beh i 1. The argument which I used against the Ms. Corrector’s 
iy | alteration of “in the Quill’’ to “in sequel’’ is not at all affected 
a by my having accidentally written ‘“ Peter” instead of “ First 
Petitioner :’ it was this; and I still think it a very strong 
one :—Why should the First Petitioner, whose language 1s 
Mae | elsewhere correct enough, “ make,” on this single occasion, 
| ‘a blunder between one word and another”? Besides, when 
a dramatist puts a wrong word into the mouth of a comic 
character, there is always something ludicrous or inclining to 
i the ludicrous, in the blunder of the speaker: but according 
| to the Ms. Corrector’s alteration, there is nothing of the kind 
here. 
/ 2. As Mr. Collier notices that Mr. Dyce and Mr. Singer, 
“for the sake of their conjecture, would spell ‘coil’ quod,” it 
is necessary to remind him ofa fact which he doubtless has 
forgotten,—that, in our early writers, guoil is by no means an 
uncommon spelling of cod. 
3. Here, in my recent edition of Shakespeare, not choosing 
to deviate from the old copy, I have printed “ in the quill.”— 
Mr. Staunton also retains “in the quill,’ and observes ; “Mr. 
Dyce and Mr. Singer would read in the coz or quoil, that is, 
| the stir ; while Mr. Collier’s annotator substitutes ‘in sequel.’ 
b | Of the two, we prefer the former, but have not sufficient con- 
A | fidence in either to advance it to the text.” 


i | P. 23,—act 1. se. 3. 


ij ‘* Kk. Hen. Uncle, what shall we say to this in law? 

| (to, This doom, my gracious lord, if I may judge :— 
Let Somerset be regent o’er the French, 

% * % * * * 

This is the law, and this duke Humphrey’s doom. 

Som. I humbly thank your royal majesty.” 


And for what, according to the above text, is King Henry 


1 

if thanked by Somerset? For having expressed, as Mr. Collier 
ie conjectures (after Malone), his assent to Gloucester’s ‘doom’ 

| by an inclination of the head ! 


Theobald saw the absolute necessity of inserting here two 
lines from The First Part of the Contention, &c., thus ; 


“This is the law, and this Duke Humphrey’s doom. 


aS 
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K. Hen. Then be tt so—My Lord of Somerset, 
We make your grace regent over the French. 
Som. I humbly thank your royal majesty.” 


concerning which insertion see a long note in my ed. of 
Shakespeare, vol. iv. 192. 


P, 25,—act i. se. 4. 
**¢ Boling. First, of the king: what shall of him become ? 
The modern editors here insert ‘ Reading out of a paper;’ but it is 
wanting in the old copies, and is not necessary : a needless multiplication 
of stage-directions is to be avoided..... We need not suppose that 
Bolingbroke’s questions were written in the first instance,” ec. 

It had escaped Mr. Collier that, at the commencement of 
this scene, as given in The First Part of the Contention, &c., 
the Duchess says,— 

“Here, Sir John, take this scrole of paper here, 
Wherin is writ the questions you shall aske,” &c. 


P. 33,—act u. se. 1. 
‘¢¢ Glo, Let them be whipp’d through every market town, 
Till they come to Berwick, from whence they came.’’ 

FRoM whence they came.| So every folio; and as Berwick was pronounced 
in the time of one syllable, the preposition ‘from’ is necessary for the 
line. Mr. Singer silently omits it; but if he thought it too much for 
verse (very irregular in this scene), he ought to have mentioned his de- 
viation from the old copies. He however offends in company, for Malone 
set him the example.” 


“ Tt is droll’””—to borrow a favourite expression of his own 
—to find Mr. Collier telling us here that “ ‘ Berwick’ was 
pronounced in the time of one syllable,” and that “ ‘ from’ is 
necessary for the line,’—the speech being the most unmistak- 
able prose. 


P. 38,—act i. sc. 3. 


**¢@), Mar. I see no reason why a king of years 
Should be protected, like a child, by peers.— 
God and king Henry govern England’s helm. 
Give up your staff, sir, and the king his realm. 
Glo. My staff ?—here, noble Henry, is my staff ; 
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To think I fain would keep it makes me laugh. 
As willingly do I the same resign, 
As e’er thy father Henry made it mine,’ &c. 


Should be protected, like a child, By puEers.| This and the next speech by 
Gloster are entirely in rhyme according to the corr. fo. 1632, and so we 
print them without hesitation, with the recovery of a missing line, which 
must have accidentally made its escape, as was the very case elsewhere 
in Mr. Singer’s own edition,—so difficult is it sometimes to prevent 
blunders of the sort. We subjoin the whole as it has hitherto appeared 
in old and modern impressions, observing only that Mr. Singer has 
adopted ‘ helm’ from the corr. fo. 1632, without acknowledgment, at the 
very time when he was repudiating the other changes it introduces :— 
‘@. Mar. I see no reason why a king of years 
Should be to be protected like a child.— 
God and King Henry govern England’s realm. 
Give up your staff, sir, and the king his realm. 
Glo. My staff ?—here, noble Henry, is my staff ; 
As willingly do I the same resign, 
As e’er thy father Henry made it mine,’ &c. 


Here ‘realm’ could hardly have been repeated in two consecutive lines. 
Gloster, in the midst of his grief, is assuming mirthfulness at the notion 
that he should wish, under such circumstances, to keep his staff of 
office.” 


In the Variorum Shakespeare (Malone’s ed. by Boswell), 
—that very common book, which Mr. Collier for years past 
has been constantly using and referring to, —the third line of 
the present passage stands thus, 

“God and King Henry govern England’s helm,” 


and with express mention that “helm” is the emendation of 
Johnson: yet now Mr. Collier roundly asserts that “ Mr. 
Singer has adopted ‘helm’ from the corr. fo. 1632, without 
acknowledgment.” 

But then, as to “the other changes” made here by the 
Ms. Corrector in one of his rhyming fits,—what are we to say 
when we find them forming a part of Mr. Collier’s text? Only 
this,—that by inserting them Mr. Collier gives a lamentable 
proof of his want of judgment, and offers an insult to the 
manes of the mighty poet whom he professes to edit, as well 
as to the understanding of his readers. (Mr. Staunton ob- 
serves ad l.; “At this point Mr. Collier’s annotator inter- 
polates a line of such sheer absurdity,— 
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‘To think I fain would keep it makes me laugh L 
that it is hard to believe he was not attempting a joke. This 
miserable puerility, we are grieved to find, Mr. Collier not 
only approves, but actually inserts as Shakespeare’s, in his 
edition of the poet’s works just published.’’) 


P. 80, — act iv. sc. 2. 


“¢¢ Dick. And, furthermore, we'll have the lord Say’s head, for sell- 
ing the dukedom of Maine. 

Cade. And good reason, for thereby is England maimed, and fain 
to go with a staff,’ we. 


for thereby is England maimep,| The folio has mazn’d, which may be 
right, Cade intending to joke upon the name of Maine. The ‘ Conten- 
tion,’ 1594, however, reads ‘maimed,’” dec. 

Here Mr. Collier adopts a mere misprint. That the 
reading of the folio “ main’d” is the true one, he might have 
learned from Mr. Hunter’s Hallamshire Glossary, which gives 
“To MAINE, to lame.”’ 


P. 85, —act iv. se. 5. 


‘¢ ¢ Hight for your king, your country, and your lives; 
And so farewell: rebellion never thrives.’ 


REBELLION NEVER THRIVES.| ‘So the corr. fo. 1632; and we may feel 
morally certain that the scene so concluded when the play was acted. 
Nothing can be more probable than that at the end of the scene Lord 
Scales should make his exit with such a rhyme, instead of the flat sub- 
stitution, ‘for I must hence again,’ as we find it in the ordinary text. 
No words could be better adapted to the place, and the expression 
‘rebellion never thrives’ was proverbial. If we reject the words, we 
must conclude that they were a mere invention, for the sake of termi- 
nating the scene with more spirit. It seems certain that the passage 
was so recited in the time of the old corrector.” 


Really, this RE-writiNne of an author’s text is a very novel 
and extraordinary proceeding :—those editors who have passed 
into a by-word as “slashing,” were timid operators when 
compared to Mr. Collier. 

It is by no means “ certain that the passage was so recited 
in the time of the old corrector ;” the alteration may have 
originated solely in his own rage for rhyming, of which he 
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has left such ample proof. But, even if “the passage was so 
recited in his time,” what then? As the whole of the present 
scene. is taken, word for word, from the First Part of the Con- 
tention, &c., which was first printed in 1594, —is there not a 
probability amounting almost to certainty that “the passage 
was recited in the time of Shakespeare” thus, 


“ And so, farewell, for I must hence again” ? 


(In a note on act i. sc. 1 of The Third Part of Henry VI, 
p. 123, Mr. Collier observes ; 


“ Every old copy has ‘ Our army 7s ready :’ Malone and other modern 
editors have changed it, without notice, to “Our army’s ready.’ Of 
course, nothing can be easier than to read ‘Our army is ready’ in the 
proper time for the measure, without deserting authorities.” 


So, Mr. Collier blames Malone for altering, without 
authority, 
“army is” 
to 
“army’s,” 
and yet considers himself quite at liberty to alter, on the no- 
authority of the Ms. Corrector, 


“for I must hence again” 
to 
“rebellion never thrives” !) 


P. 95, — act iv. se. 10. 


‘** Look on me well: I have eat no meat these five days; yet, come 
thou and thy fine men, and if I do not leave you all as dead as a door 
nail, I pray God I may never eat grass more.’ 


yet, come thou and thy INE men,| Enter Iden ‘and his men’ are the 
words in the ‘ Contention,’ 1594, but the folio, 1623, has only ‘ Enter 
Iden.’ Still it gives him ‘ fiwe men’ (w being put for v) in Cade’s speech. 
The true text, however, undoubtedly is ‘fine men,’ as the word is 
amended in the corr. fo. 1632: the fact seems to be that the old printer, 
having composed ‘five dayes’ just above, thought he was to compose 
‘ five men’ just below. Cade means to speak contemptuously and ironi- 
cally of Iden’s ‘ fine men.’ ” 


It is a pity that so fine an emendation as “rinzE men” 
should be so absurdly wrong. 
As Cade here says that ‘though he has eaten no meat 


Ae ah RR Tce I — Ser mma oe 


VOL. Iv. } OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 137 


these five days, he is nevertheless more than a match for 
Iden and his five men,” so, in his next speech, after being 
stabbed, he says, “ Famine, and no other, hath slain me: let 
ten thousand devils come against me, and give me but the 
ten meals I have lost, and I’d defy them all.” 


P. 102,—act v. se. 1. 


*** Oft have I seen a hot o’erweening cur 
Run back and bite, because he was withheld ; 
Who, having suffer’d with the bear’s fell paw, 
Hath clapp’d his tail between his legs, and cried,’ &c. 


Who, Havine suffer’d with the bear’s fell paw,| The substitution of one 
auxiliary verb for another, viz. ‘having’ for de’ng, of the old copies, is 
all that is necessary here to clear away a difficulty, which has always 
impeded the progress of annotators. Our emendation is from the corr. 
fo. 1632, and we may be confident that it gives us the poet’s language.” 

Concerning this passage, which the Ms. Corrector did not 
understand, and therefore altered, I have the following re- 
marks in my ed. of Shakespeare, vol. iv. p. 204; 

“Nothing can be more evident than that ‘ being suffer’d’ 
is put in opposition to ‘ withheld, and has here the same 
meaning as it has earlier in the play, act iii. sc. 2; 


‘Lest, being suffer’d in that harmful slumber,’ &c. 
and also in The Third Part of Henry VI. act iv. se. 8; 


‘A little fire is quickly trodden out ; 
Which, being suffer’d, rivers cannot quench,’— 


The cur, when withheld, turned round and snapped at those 
who restrained him; but, being suffered to engage with the 
bear’s fell paw,” &c. , 

(Finding that Mr. Staunton ad /. cites the same passages 
as I do to explain the words “ being suffer’d,” I think it right 
to add, that my edition of Shakespeare was published before 
the appearance of the No, of Mr. Staunton’s edition which 
contains The Second Part of Henry VI.) 
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He ‘ THIRD PART OF KING HENRY VI. 

| | P. 115,—act i. se. 1. 

14 ** ¢ Is either slain, or wounded dangerously,’ de. 
The folios, one after the other, read, 

i) ‘Is either slain or wounded dangerous.’ 


How absurd it is to reprint this vulgarism as Shakespeare’s is proved, 

not only by the corr. fo. 1632, but by the old ‘True Tragedie of Richard 

Duke of York,’ 1595, in both of which we find ‘ dangerously,’ as in our 

2) text. Even without any such authorities, we should have been tempted 
| to have amended this merely grammatical blunder.”’ 


See p. 34 of the present volume. 


P. 120,—act i. se. 1. 
*** Henry of Lancaster, resign my crown.’ 


MY crown.]| It is ‘thy crown’ in the folio, 1623, but evidently a misprint 
of thy for ‘my.’ York claimed the crown as his. Few errors were more 
frequent than in the words ‘my’ and thy (see the preceding page), and 
the corr. fo. 1632 here points out the mistake.” 


In this line, which Shakespeare retained verbatim from 

The True Tragedie, &c., 1595, “thy crown” obviously means 

) “the crown thou now wearest.”’ Again, in act ii. se. 2, Ed- 
ward says, 


“Now, perjur’d Henry! wilt thou kneel for grace, 
And set thy diadem upon my head,” &e. 


P. 127,—act i. se. 38. 
| : ““ “So looks the pent-up lion o’er the wretch,’ &e. 


What is a ‘ pent-up lion’ but a caged lion? and here we have a confirma- 
tion of the reading, ‘ caged’ for cased, in ‘ King John,’ A. iii. se. 1, Vol. 
ili. p. 161, to which we would direct the attention of the Rev. A. Dyce.”’ 


See p. 92 of the present volume. 


| P. 1388, — act ii. se. 1. 


“*J, then in London, keeper of the king, 
Muster’d my soldiers, gather’d flocks of friends, 

March’d towards Saint Alban’s to intercept the queen 
Bearing the king in my behalf along,’ &c. 


bd 
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Muster’d my soldiers, gather’d flocks of friends,| After this line, modern 
editors have added another, from ‘The True Tragedie :’— 

‘And very well appointed, as I thought,’ 
which is not at all necessary to the sense. If we were to adopt this line 
into the text, we should have no excuse for not inserting many more 
from the old 4to, 1595,” &c. 

No one, I think, can read the above passage attentively, 
and not be convinced that the line has been omitted by mis- 
take in the present long speech, which, with the exception of 
that line and of one or two very trifling verbal alterations, 
stands in the folio precisely as it does in The True Tragedie, 


&c. 


P. 143,— act i. se. 2. 
*¢* My lord, cheer up your spirits: our foes are nigh, 


And this soft carriage makes your followers faint.’ 


CARRIAGE| The emendation of cowrage of the folio, 1623, to ‘ carriage,’ 
is made in the corr. fo. 1632, and there can be no doubt that it ought 
to be introduced into the text. The corresponding line in ‘ The True 
Tragedy,’ 1595, is— 

‘This harmful pity makes your followers faint.’ 


Malone printed ‘ soft cowrage,’ and gave no hint of any proposed change.” 


Mason, too, conjectured “ carriage,” — not knowing that 
‘‘ courage”? was formerly common enough in the sense of 
“heart, spirit, mind,” and that here “soft courage’ is equi- 
valent to soft spirit, — soft-heartedness. Compare Ascham’s 
Toxophilus, fol. 68, ed. 1589; “except the faulte be only in 
your owne selfe, which may come two wayes, eyther in hauing 
a faint hart or courage,” &c.: and Spenser’s Faerie Queene, 
Gealt Cr Vast. 5. 

 Disleall knight, whose coward corage chose 
To wreake itselfe on beast all innocent,” &c. 


Again, in Coriolanus, act ii. sc. 3, the Ms. Corrector 
rashly alters “‘ courage” to “ carriage,’ and there too Mr. Col- 
lier as rashly adopts the alteration. 
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KING RICHARD III. 
17 P. 227, —act 1. se. 1. 
id | | “*¢ My lady Grey, his wife, Clarence, ’tis she, 
Hi | : That tempts him to this harsh extremity.’ 
That tempts him to this HARSH extremity.| So the folio: the 4tos, ‘That 
tempers him to this extremity.’ So in ‘Henry V.,’ A. v. sc. 2 (vol. iii. 
p. 637), we have had ‘ untempting’ misprinted wntempering.” 

That the lection of the folio, which Mr. Collier here 
adopts, is not what Shakespeare wrote, Malone has thus de- 
cisively shown: 

. l “JT have collated the original quarto published in 1597, 
| verbatim, with that of 1598. In the first copy this line stands 


thus: 
pik ‘That tempers him to this extremity ; 


ee 


and so undoubtedly we should read. To temper is to mould, 
to fashion. So, in Titus Andronicus : 
‘Now will [ to that old Andronicus ; 


And temper him, with all the art I have, 
To pluck proud Lucius from the warlike Goths.’ 


| In the quarto 1598, tempts was corruptly printed instead of 
1a tempers. 'The metre being then defective, the editor of the 
folio supplied the defect by reading— 


‘That tempts him to this harsh extremity.’” 


i 

| P. 230, —act i. se. 1. 

b } ‘“* Till George be pack’d with post haste up to heaven.’ 

| post uAstz] It is ‘ post-horse’ in the old copies, but amended to ‘post 

haste’ in the corr. fo. 1632. ‘Post haste’ was the commonest form in 

i which speed was then enjoined, and there can surely be no doubt of the 

| fitness of the change: Gloster wished to get Clarence out of the way 

¥ | with all celerity.”’ 

| One of many emendations by the old Corrector which 

sat Mr. Collier ought merely to have mentioned in a note as 

| ingenious and plausible; for they are nothing more.—Com- 
5 I y, 5 

pare, 

“J, from the orient to the drooping west, 
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Making the wind my post-horse, still unfold 
The acts commenced on this ball of earth,” &e. 
Sec. Part of Henry IV.,—Induction. 


P. 238, — act 1. se. 2. 


*** What! I, that kill’d her husband, and his father, 
To take her in her heart’s extremest hate ; 
With curses in her mouth, tears in her eyes, 
The bleeding witness of my hatred by,’ &c. 


The bleeding witness of my hatred by,| So the folio, and correctly: the r . 
4tos. and modern editors have ‘ her hatred ;’ but the corse of Henry VI. if 
was ‘ the bleeding witness’ of Gloster’s hatred to the Lancastrian family.” 

The second of these lines proves — as all editors except 
Mr. Collier have perceived —that the reading of the folio 
“my hatred” is a gross misprint. 


P. 244, — act 1. sc. 3. 
““@Q. Eliz. As little joy, my lord, as you suppose 
You should enjoy, were you this country’s king, 
As little joy you may suppose in me, 
That I enjoy, being the queen thereof. 
Q. Mar. A little joy enjoys the queen thereof ; | Aside. 
For I am she, and altogether joyless.”’ 
Here Margaret ought assuredly to say, “As little joy 
enjoys the queen thereof,’ &c.,—a correction which first 
appeared in my edition of Shakespeare. 


P. 305,—act 1v. se. 1. 

“¢ Now, for my life, she’s wand’ring to the Tower, ) 

On pure heart’s love to greet the tender prince.”’ i 

Read “to greet the tender princes,’’—nor does the emen- i] 
dation require to. be confirmed by what presently follows,— 


“To gratulate the gentle princes there.” Ht | 
th | 


P. 837,—act v. sc. 2. 


**¢ The reckless, bloody, and usurping boar, 
That spoil’d your summer fields, and fruitful vines,’ (ec. 
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The RECKLESS, bloody, and usurping boar,| Here, in the old copies, we 
have an instance of a misheard epithet, viz. wretched for ‘ reckless,’ the 
word substituted in the corr. fo. 1632. Wretched could not have been 
Shakespeare’s language, but ‘reckless’ is precisely adapted to the place 
and person, in reference to the indiscriminating character of Richard’s, 
a. é. the boar’s, slaughters : we have therefore inserted it in the text.”’ 


When this very impfoper alteration was first published, 
Mr. Singer remarked on it as follows: “ Mr. Collier can have 
‘read and studied the poet for nearly half a century’ but to 
little purpose, if he really thinks reckless more ‘ appropriate’ 
to Richard here than wretched. Shakespeare uniformly uses 
the word reckless in the sense of careless. . . . . That wretched 
is the word of the poet, and therefore the most ‘ appropriate’ 
and undoubted, will appear from the use of it by Roderigo in 
Othello, when he receives his death-wound, and exclaims, 
‘Oh, wretched villain!’ -The corrector’s meddling is there- 
fore superfluous and mischievous.” Shakespeare Vindicated, 
SC Dey Os 


P. 346,—act v. sc. 3. 


**Methought, their souls, whose bodies Richard murder’d, 
Came to my tent, and cried—On! victory !” 


In printing “cried — On! victory !”? Mr. Collier errone- 
ously deviates from the old copies, which have “cried on 
victory.”’—Here in my edition of Shakespeare, vol. iv. 424, I 
have observed ; “Compare, for the expression, ‘This quarry 
cries on havoc, Hamlet, act v. sc. 2; and ‘whose noise is 
this that cries on murder ?’ Othello, act v. sc. 1.” (As I find 
these two passages cited by Mr. Staunton to illustrate “cried 
on victory,” I may mention that Mr. Staunton’s Richard III. 
did not appear till after the publication of my Shakespeare.) 


P. 352,—act v. se. 4. 


“** Rebate the edge of traitors,’ dc. 


In every edition, ancient and modern, the text here has been, ‘ Abate the 
edge of traitors ;’ and, for the first time since this play was originally 
printed in 1597, the emendation of ‘Rebate’ for Abate was proposed in 
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our vol. of § Notes and Emendations,’ on the foundation of the corr. fo. 
1632, The following quotation was also there made from ‘ Measure for 
Measure,’ Act i. sc. 5 :— 


* But doth rebate and blunt the natural edge,” de. 


in order to support the change, which indeed could not be disputed,” &c. 


In his Supplemental Notes (vol. i. 272) Mr. Collier further 
remarks ; 
**The same blunder, abate for ‘rebate’ is made in the novel founded 


on Pericles, recently reprinted in Germany, p. 20, 1. 24, ‘ Absence abates 
that edge that presence whets.’ Here ‘abates’ ought to be rebates.” 


As in the opening speech of Love’s Labour’s lost, 
“That honour which shall bate his scythe’s keen edge,” &c. 


“bate” is manifestly the contraction of “ abate,” and equiva- 
lent to “rebate,” so in the present passage of Richard III, 
and in that which Mr. Collier cites from the novel founded 
on Pericles (where he fancies he has discovered a misprint), 
“abate” is manifestly equivalent to “ rebate.” 


KING HENRY VIII. 


P. 366,—act 1. se. 1. 


*¢* What did this vanity, 
But minister consummation of 
A most poor issue ?” 


CONSUMMATION of 
A most poor issue ?| i.e. The accomplishment or attainment of a most 
poor result. The old printer misread ‘ consummation,’ and, not attend- 
ing to the sense of the passage, composed communication, which is struck 
out in the corr. fo. 1632, and ‘consummation’ written in the margin 
instead of it. The old text is little better than nonsense.” 


The “consummation of an issue’ is such language as, I 
apprehend, no writer would think of using; and, moreover, 
“ consummation” cannot be right here because it utterly spoils 
the metre. (Mr. Staunton’s explanation of the old reading, 
“But minister communication of,’ &c., is perhaps the true 
one— But furnish discourse on the poverty of its result.’’) 
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P. 374,— act i. se. 2. 


** “and it’s come to pass, 
Their tractable obedience is a slave 
To each incensed will.’ 


Tuer tractable obedience| It is ‘ This tractable obedience’ in the folios ; 
but just before we have had ‘ their duties,’ ‘ their curses,’ ‘ their prayers,’ 
and it is evident that we should also read ‘ Their tractable obedience’ 
with the corr. fo. 1632.” 


The lection of the old eds. ought to keep its place: in our 
early writers, “this” (like ‘these,’ see p. 37 of the present 
volume) is sometimes little more than redundant. 


P. 375,— acti. sc. 2. Here, in a note on the words, “Is 
run in your displeasure,” Mr. Collier writes ; 

“¢ We admit, however, that- blunders were frequently made from the 
circumstance, that actors or others imperfectly pronounced the letter . 
Thus in Webster’s ‘ Appius and Virginia’ (Edit. Dyce, ii. 160), this pass- 
age occurs in the old edition :— 

‘Let not Virginia wate her contemplation 

So high.’ 
All commentators have been unable to understand ‘ wate,’ and have 
printed it in various fashions, but none the right. The actor, or the 


person who read to the scribe or the printer, could not pronounce the 
letter 7, and said ‘ wate’ for rate: read rate, and nothing can be more 


comprehensible :— 
‘Let not Virginia vate her contemplation 
So high.’ 
She was not to value herself too much upon the importance of her con- 
templation.” 
Here, Mr. Collier, in the most unqualified manner, asserts 
what is untrue. 
If the reader will turn to my ed. of Webster’s Works, 11. 
160, he will find that there the text is,— 
“Let not Virginia RATE her contemplation 
So high, to call this visit an intrusion, ’— 
“ rate’ being the emendation of the editor of 1816 for “ wate” 
of the old copy :—yet Mr. Collier now declares that “all com- 
mentators have been unable to understand ‘ wate, and have 
printed it in various fashions, but none the right.” 
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Mr. Collier had previously touched on this passage of 
Webster in his Preface to Seven Lectures on Shakespeare and 
Milton by Coleridge, &c., p. Ixxxv.: there, however, he went 
no further than concealing the fact that “ rate’ stands in my 
text of Appius and Virginia: —here he goes the length of 
asserting that “rate” never occurred to any of the “com- 
mentators” except himself. 


P. 381,—act 1. sc. 3. 


‘¢¢ Toy. That churchman bears a bounteous mind indeed, 
A hand as fruitful as the land that feeds us : 
His dews fall every where. 

Cham. No doubt, he’s noble ; 
He had a black mouth that said other of him. 

Sands. He may, my lord, he has wherewithal: in him 
Sparing would show a worse sin than ill doctrine. 
Men of his sway should be most liberal ; 
They are set here for examples.’ 


Men of his sway should be most liberal ;| It is ‘Men of his way’ in the 
folios, but amended to ‘ Men of his sway,’ 7.e. men of his influence and 
power, in the corr. fo. 1632: between ‘his’ and ‘sway’ one of the letters, 
s, was accidentally omitted, and the meaning of the passage much tamed 
and injured. In the next line, we are informed on the same authority, 
that ‘set’ ought to be ‘sent,’ ‘They are sent here for examples ;’ but ex- 
amples are ‘set’ as well as sent, and we refrain from alteration where 
there is no apparent improvement. As for ‘sway’ instead of way, there 
can be no doubt: see the contrary error, detected on the same authority, 
in ‘Henry IV., Part II.,’ A. iv. sc. 1, Vol. itl. p. 485.” 


Of the two. alterations so unnecessarily made here by the 
Ms. Corrector, the one adopted by Mr. Collier is perhaps the 
least innocent. That “his way’? means “his ecclesiastical 
function” admits of no doubt (as Mr. Singer long ago re- 
marked, Shakespeare Vindicated, &c., p. 183): it is manifest 
from the context, “That churchman’ and “ill doctrine.” 


P. 3838, — acti. sc. 4. 


‘¢¢ For ’tis to such a thing,— 
Anne. You cannot show me. 
Sands. I told your grace, how they would talk anon. 
[Drum and trumpets within ; chambers discharged. 
Wol. What’s that ? 


L 


nt tr 
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i Cham. Look out there, some of you. 
+ ; t Wol. What warlike voice, 
He And to what end,’ de. 
a 1 told your grace, now they would talk anon.| ‘How’ is from the corr. fo. 
if 1632. The line wants a syllable, and even if ‘how’ were not the poet's 
bf ; word, we know not in what way the hiatus could be more unobjection- 
ably filled up: we might, indeed, read ‘that they would talk anon.’ ”’ 


“The line wants a syllable’?! Not it: 


“TI told your grace they would talk anon. 
What’s that ?” 
forms a complete line. Could not Mr. Collier see that here 
the verse was intended to run on regularly from speech to 
| speech, and that the Corrector by inserting “how” had de- 
: stroyed its continuity ? 


ey 


P. 422, — act iii. sc. 2. 
““* my endeavours 
Have ever come too short of my desires, 
Yet fill’d with my abilities.’ 
Yet viu’p with my abilities.] Every old copy has ‘fill’d,’ which modern 
editors have, as it were, conspired to consider a misprint. The Rev. 
ve | Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ p. 139) blames us for having no note upon it in 
! our first edition ; but the fact is, that we always avoid notes, when the 
sense is plain enough without them. What Wolsey means to say is, 
‘ that his endeavours had always come too short of the measure of his de- 
sires, although that measure had been filled to the best of his abilities. 
at Why are we to alter the reading of the folios and change ‘ fill’d’ to filed, 
ah when ‘fill’d’ answers the purpose much better? Sense can hardly be 
| made out of filed, and the figure is lost.” 


| 

. Here Mr. Collier expressly states that “I blamed him for 

| | having no note upon ‘fill’d,” and insinuates that I did not 

' blame him for retaining that misprint :— but let us test Mr. 

| | Collier’s statement and insinuation by the very words in my 
| Remarks, &c., to which he refers ; 

| “On this passage Mr. Collier has no note, having blindly 

q adopted the reading of the folios; which is so obviously wrong, 

i | that when the other modern editors corrected it to ‘fila they 

Pil did not even mention the original misprint. Richardson in 


his excellent Dictionary cites the present passage as the first 
example of the verb File. 
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“The misprint of ‘fill’d’ for ‘fi’d’ is a common one. 
Where the first quarto of Beaumont and Fletcher’s Wit 
without Money has rightly 


‘Who taught you manners and apt carriage, 
To rank yourselves? who fi/’d you in fit taverns ? 
(Act ili. sc. 4.) 
the second quarto and the folio have < filled.’ ” 


P. 423,— act lili. se. 2. 

*¢ “T do profess, 
That for your highness’ good I ever labour’d 
More than mine own: that aim I have, and will. 
Though all the world should crack their duty to you, 
And throw it from their soul; though perils did 
Abound, as thick as thought could make them, and 
Appear in forms more horrid, yet my duty, 
As doth a rock against the chiding flood, 
Should the approach of this wild river break, 
And stand unshaken yours.’ 


that aim I have, and will.| i.e. And will have. The old text of the passage 
in the folio, 1623, is this, both spelling and punctuation :— 
‘Car. I do professe, 
That for your Highnesse good, I ever labour’d 
More then mine owne: that am, have, and will be’ 


without any stop after ‘be,’ when begins a long parenthesis lasting from 
‘Though all the world’ down to ‘ forms more horrid.’ That something is 
wrong, or has been lost, is quite evident, and the corr. fo. 1632 affords 
us no assistance by any emendation. With as little violence as possible 
to the received text we have, we think, rendered the passage not only 
intelligible, but such as to express what Wolsey must have intended. 
We alter am to ‘aim,’ and inserting ‘I’ before ‘have,’ which otherwise 
has nothing to govern it, we omit the trifling word be, which the com- 
positor probably erroneously inserted. This course makes the awkward 
parenthesis needless, and perhaps restores what the poet’s manuscript 
originally contained.” 


This speech would certainly seem to be mutilated, but as- 
suredly no portion of it 1s corrupted :—in the words, 
“that am, have, and will be,” 
(i.e. that am, have been, and will be), which Mr. Collier so 
rashly alters, the ellipsis is similar to that in the preceding 
speech of the Cardinal, — 


— 


> 
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“my loyalty, 
Which ever has and ever shall be growing, 
Till death, that winter, kill it.” 


Under these circumstances (for we now can never hope to 
recover the lost line or lines, since “ the corr. fo. affords us no 
assistance’’), all that an editor ought to do is to put a comma 
and a dash after “that am, have, and will be,” as if there 
were an anacoluthon occasioned by the agitation of the 
speaker. 


P. 448,—act v. se. 1. 
“¢“ The ground I stand on is my truth and honesty,’ &e. 
In the old copies it is 


‘The good I stand on is my truth and honesty,’ 


that is to say—‘ the good I stand on is my goodness :’ the old printer 
composed good for ‘ ground,’ an emendation we derive from the corr. fo. 
1632, and for which we ought to be thankful.” 


But neither Malone nor Steevens were “thankful” to 
Johnson, when he conjectured “ ground” in the present pass- 
age; for they thought “the old copy certainly right.” 


P. 453,—act v. sc. 2. 


*“*¢A man, that more detests, more strives against, 
Both in his private conscience and his place, 
Defacers of the public peace, than I do.’ 


A man, that more detests, more STRIVES against,| It is ‘stirres against’ in 
the old copies, and the corr. fo. 1632 informs us, aS Wwe may readily be- 
lieve, that s¢irres is a lapse by the compositor for ‘ strives,’ which we have 
placed in the text. In the next line but one the old annotator amends 
* defacers ofa public peace’ to ‘defacers of the public peace,’-—the definite 
for the indefinite article; and here again we are confident that he was 


right.” 
Here perhaps, notwithstanding his devotion to the Ms. 
Corrector, Mr. Collier would have allowed “ stirs against”’ to 


remain in the text, if he had recollected the following passage 
of Richard II. ; 


“Alas, the part I had in Gloster’s blood 
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Doth more solicit me, than your exclaims, 
To stir against the butchers of his life,” &e. 
Act i. se. 2. 


(where, by the by, the Ms. Corrector, rather inconsistently, 
makes no alteration)—As to “defacers of the public peace,” 
—it is to be found in Rowe’s edition. 


TROILUS AND CRESSIDA, 
P. 495,—act i. se. 3. 


** ¢ And with an accent tun’d in self-same key, 

Replies to chiding fortune.’ 
Repues to chiding fortune.| The 4tos. and folios have ‘ retires to chiding 
fortune,’ and Pope altered retires to returns, which might on some ac- 
counts seem preferable to Sir T. Hanmer’s ‘replies to chiding fortune,’ 
if the latter were not the emendation in the corr. fo. 1632, which we 
feel bound to accept. The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘Few Notes,’ p. 107) sug- 
gests that Shakespeare may have written retorts—not a very happy con- 
jecture.” 

“Pope,” says Mr. Grant White, “suggested returns, which 
is the generally received reading. Hanmer’s proposal, replies, 
which is also that of Mr. Collier’s folio, seems much more 
consonant with the spirit of the passage. But Mr. Dyce, in 
his recently published Few Notes, &c., p. 107, asks: ‘did not 
Shakespeare write ‘Retorts to chiding fortune’? Unques- 
tionably, in my judgment. .... About four years ago it 
occurred to me that retorts was the only word in the language, 
which would at once worthily fill the place and correct with 
probability the typographical error; and it has been upon 
the margin of my Shakespeare since that time. Having Mr. 
Dyce’s support, I do not hesitate to say that it should be re- 
ceived into the text.” Shakespeare’s Scholar, &c., p. 852. 


P. 502,—act i. se. 3. 


“** He hath a lady, wiser, fairer, truer, 
Than ever Greek did couple in his arms,’ &c. 
did courte in his arms;| So the 4tos.: the folio, ‘did compass, &e. 
The Rev. Mr. Dyce does not understand (‘ Remarks,’ p. 151) the ex- 
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pression ‘couple in his arms.’ We are sorry for it: to other people the 
words may be more intelligible; and, with all respect, we cannot alter 
the language of Shakespeare in deference merely to Mr. Dyce’s want of 
perception. It is only a figurative mode of saying, ‘ did embrace in his 
arms,’ but the folio sacrifices the figure : so when old Talbot, in ‘ Henry 
VI., Part I.,’ A. iv. sc. 7 (Vol. iii. p. 716), clasps his dead son, he says 
that they are ‘ coupled in bonds of perpetuity.’ The arms of the Greek 
are what are termed ‘couples’ in the language of the chase.” 


I repeat, that the reading of the 4tos, “couple” (which no 
editor except Mr. Collier ever thought of adopting), is neither 
English nor sense :—and I would ask, what has become of 
Mr. Collier’s “perception”? when he can see no difference of 
expression between “a Greek coupling a lady in his arms” 
and old Talbot and his son “being coupled in bonds of per- 
petuity”’ ? 


P. 517,—act il. sc. 3. 
** “short-armed ignorance,’ &c. 


So all the old editions ; but the Rev. Mr. Dyce would read ‘ short-atm’d 
ignorance’ (‘ Remarks,’ p. 152); but ‘ short-arm’d’ isa compound epithet 
so peculiarly adapted to ignorance, and to the narrow compass of its 
reach, that we cannot consent to displace it for a merely speculative and 
less appropriate emendation.”’ 


I may just notice that, in support of the emendation which 
Mr. Collier here rejects, I quoted from Coriolanus, act i. se. 2, 


‘“ By the discovery 
We shall be shorten’d in our am.” 


P. 540,— act iii. se. 3. 
** ¢ For speculation turns not to itself, 


Till it hath travell’d, and is mirror’d there 
Where it may see itself.’ 


MIRROR’D] From the earliest times, till the publication of our Vol. of 
‘Notes and Emendations,’ ‘ mirror’d’ hag been misprinted married in 
every edition. The fitness of the alteration to ‘mirror’d’ is indisput- 
able; and Mr. Singer, compelled to introduce it into his text, says not 
one word of the source of an improvement so novel and important. He 
obtained ‘mirror’d’ from the corr. fo. 1632: he could obtain it no where 
else, but, as usual, forgot to state the fact. All that we shall say upon 
the subject is that, if he be content so to edit, he is heartily welcome to 
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this and to every other emendation upon the same terms. We are not 
the sufferers: we are glad that Shakespeare’s text should be thus ‘ re- 
pured.’” 

The generosity with which Mr. Collier makes Mr. Singer 
“heartily welcome” to the emendation “ mirror’d,” is quite 
superfluous ; Mr. Singer having derived it from his own “ corr. 
fo.,” not from Mr. Collier’s: see p. 2 of the present volume. 


P. 544,— act i. se. 3. 
In a note on the words “ dumb crudities,” Mr. Collier says 
that 


*¢ ¢dumb’ has been always misprinted dub in Beaumont and Fletcher’s 
‘Mad Lover,’ A. i. sc. 1 (Dyce’s edit. vi. 132), without detection.” 
’ . ’ 


T subjoin the passage in question, as well as my note on it, 
from which it will be seen that the very doubtful alteration 
proposed by Mr. Collier is no novelty : 


a Ae eee But say, Sir Huon, 
Now the drum’s dubb’s [done], and the sticks turn’d bedstaves, 
All the old foxes hunted to their holes, 
The iron age return’d to Erebus, 
And Honorificabtlitudinitatibus 
Thrust out o’ the kingdom by the head and shoulders, 
What trade do you mean to follow ?” 


Now the drum’s dubb’s |done|| A word has dropt out from 
the folios. Seward printed ‘Now the drum dumb is,’ con- 
jecturing also in a note, ‘ Now the drum’s dubb’s o’er’ (given 
by the Editors of 1778), and ‘ Now the drum’s dubé’s done’ 
(adopted by Weber, who observes, ‘it is not unlikely that the 
alliteration was intended, and where three words beginning 
with the same letter stand together, one of them might easily 
be overlooked by the compositor’).” 


P. 544, 
*¢¢ Swift, rouse yourself; and the weak wanton Cupid 
Shall from your neck unloose his amorous fold, 
And, -like a dew-drop from the lion’s mane, 
Be shook to air.’ 


act 1. se. 3. 
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Swirt, rouse yourself ;| It is Sweet, rouse yourself’ in the early copies, 
and that reading has been universally followed. Patroclus would hardly 
address Achilles as Sweet, especially at the moment when he was endea- 
vouring to re-animate his warlike spirit: he wishes Achilles to rouse 
himself without delay. In ‘ The Comedy of Errors,’ A. iv. sc. 2, there is 
an instance of the very same misprint, rectified on the same authority— 
the corr. fo. 1632.” 

This is the second time that Mr. Collier, blindly obeying 
his Ms. Corrector, has altered the not uncommon form of 
address, “ Sweet,” or “ Sweet, now ;” and here the alteration 
is even more unendurable than in the former instance because 
it vitiates one of Shakespeare’s most celebrated passages. 

See p. 43 of the present volume. 


P. 557,—act iv. se. 4. 


“** And sometimes we are devils to ourselves, 
When we will tempt the frailty of our powers, 
Presuming on their chainful potency.’ 


their CHAINFUL potency. | 7.e. Their potency to hold as with a chain: the 
old copies have ‘ changeful potency,’ which must be wrong, and ‘ chainful’ 
is the word substituted in the corr. fo. 1632.” 

Here the Corrector invents a word ; and Mr. Collier, almost 
equally evpercxds, contrives to elicit a meaning from “ their 
chainful potency,” though starker nonsense was never put on 
paper. — But why “must” the old reading “be wrong”? may 
not “their changeful potency” mean “their potency which is 
subject to variation, and therefore imperfect and not to be 
rashly relied on’’ ? 


P, 564, — act iv. se. 5. 
“Nor dignifies an impair thought with breath.’ 


an IMPAIR thought] A thought unworthy of him, not equal to him. It is 
printed impare in the 4to. impressions, and hence it has been suggested 
that the true reading may have been impure, but we adhere to the 
ancient authorities. Chapman uses ‘impair’ in his ‘ Shield’ of Achilles,’ 
1598; and in the folio the word is spelt impaire. The Rey. Mr. Dyce 
is very positive in favour of ¢mpure (‘ Remarks,’ p. 155), but in what 
way here is purity or impurity brought in question? He cites the very 
passage that proves him to be wrong.”’ 


I certainly never for a moment expected that Mr. Collier, 
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in his new edition, would persist in retaining here, and in ex- ~ 
plaining as an adjective, the misprint “impair,” after I had 
shown, by citing it at full, that in the following passage of 
Chapman, which Steevens first adduced ad /., “ empaire” is 
@ SUBSTANTIVE, —not, as Steevens supposed, and as he misled 
even Nares, Todd, and Richardson to suppose —an adjec- 
tive : 


‘You are not euery bodie, to you (as to one of my very few 
friends) I may be bold to vtter my minde, nor is it more empaire 
[i.e. impair, impairment] to an honest and absolute mans sufficiencie 
to haue few friendes, then to an Homericall Poeme to have few 
commenders, for neyther doe common dispositions keepe fitte or 
plausible consort with iudiciall and simple honestie, nor are idle 
capacities comprehensible of an elaborate Poeme.” 

“To the Understander,’— Achilles’ Shield, 1598, sig. B. 


But Mr. Collier says, that “the very passage” just cited 
‘‘ proves me to be wrong :”’ I therefore add three other pass- 
ages of Chapman, in which, as even Mr. Collier will be forced 
to allow, “‘ empaire” 1s a SUBSTANTIVE :— 


“Onely the extreame false printing troubles my conscience, for 
feare of your deserued discouragement in the empaire of our Poets 
sweetness ; whose generall diuinitie of spirit, clad in my willing 
labours (envious of none, nor detracting any), I commit to your 
good nature and solid capacitie.” 


“To the Understander,’—Achilles’ Shield, 1598, sig. B 2. 


« And God, that yet neuer let me liue, I know will neuer let me 
die, an empaire to any friend.” 
‘‘ Epistle Dedicatorie” to dn Hpicede, &c., 
on Prince Henry, 1612. 


“ Blow, blow, sweet windes, O blow away 
Al vapours from the fined ayre ; 
That to this golden head no ray 
May languish with the least empazre.” 
Masque of the Middle Temple and Lincoln's 
Inn, 1613, sig. D 3. 


With the line of our text (as it ought to stand), 


“ Nor dignifies an impure thought with breath,” 
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compare a line in Lord Stirling’s Tragedie of Darius, 
“ Nor suffer tmpure thoughts to staine his minde.” 
Sig. G. ed. 1604. 
(Our old writers frequently make the accent fall on the first 
syllable of “impure,” as on “ complete,” &c.) 


P. 595,—act v. se.11. Ina note on the words, “ Some 
galled goose of Winchester would hiss,” Mr. Collier remarks ; 


**The ordinary term for a victim to sharpers, and persons of that 
class, in the time of Shakespeare and afterwards, was, as every body 
knows, gull. See a passage in Middleton’s ‘Michaelmas Term,’ A. iii. 
sc. 4 (Works by Dyce, i. 477), in which, by an odd blunder, a usurer is 
called a ‘gull’ instead of a gail: the person so designated was the gall 
and annoyance, not ‘ the gull of the city.’ ” 


What “an odd blunder’ Mr. Collier himself commits 
here! 'The passage is,— 


“T must tell you this, you have fell into the hands of a most 
merciless devourer, the very guil a’ the city,” &c., 


and the context “devourer” proves that “gull”? is perfectly 
right :—the following extract from Todd’s Johnson’s Diction- 
ary is particularly recommended to the notice of Mr. Collier ; 
“GuLL.—8. A sea-bird [mergus. Probably from gulo, as the 
bird is a voracious feeder|.” 


CORIOLANUS. 
P. 608, — act i. se. 1. 
““¢No stale’t a little more.’ 


STALE’T] We yield here to the weight of authority that scale-of the old 
copies ought to be ‘stale,’ although the corr. fo. 1632 has no such 
emendation. Still, much may be said in favour of scale, in the known 
sense of disperse, or spread, and in our former edition we were so anxious 
not to desert the cld authorities, that we reprinted scale. The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce takes abundant pains to prove that to ‘stale’ means to make stale, 
a point nobody disputed, the only question being whether scale was a 
misprint in the folio, 1623: we think it was, and so treat it. In his 
enumeration of places, where to stale means to make stale or familiar, 
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the Rev. Mr. Dyce strangely forgot the most apposite instance, viz. in 
the address of the stationer to the reader, before ‘ Troilus and Cressida,’ 
Ato, 1609, where he says that it had never been ‘ staled with the stage.’ 
The recollection of this fact would have spared Mr. Dyce a great deal of 
useless labour in making and repeating stale quotations. See ‘ Remarks, 
p, 158.” 

This is a specimen of Mr. Collier’s gratitude to me for 
having set him right. In his former edition he printed 
“scale” without even mentioning Theobald’s emendation 
“ stale: in my Remarks, &c. I showed that “stale” was 
the genuine reading ; referring to a passage in Shakespeare’s 
Julius Cesar, and adducing passages from Massinger’s Bash- 
ful Lover, from Fletcher’s Queen of Corinth, and from Fletcher 
and Rowley’s Maid of the Mill. Myr. Collier now adopts 
“ stale: but wishing to have a fling at me, and not knowing 
exactly how, he affirms that I “strangely forgot the most 
apposite instance of stale, viz. in the address of the stationer 
to the reader before ‘Troilus and Cressida,’ ?? — an instance 
which is not at all more apposite than the instances I quoted, 
and which besides is found in a composition of no merit. 


P. 617, — act 1. sc. 4. 


<¢¢3 Sol. See, they have shut him in. [Alarum continues. 
All. To the port, I warrant him.’ 


To the vont, I warrant him.| This is said in reply to ‘See, they have 
shut him in,’ i.e. they have shut him into the ‘port’ or gate, a word 
constantly employed in that way. In the folio, 1623, the letter r had 
dropped out in ‘ port,’ and it was always ridiculously misprinted pot—‘ To 
the pot, I warrant him.’ To what pot? ‘To go to pot’ is certainly an old 
vulgarism (relied upon by Mr. Singer); but here it is not ‘to pot,’ but 
‘to the pot,’ as if some particular pot were intended: ‘to the por?’ 
makes all clear, and is only the completion by other soldiers of what had 
been commenced by one of their comrades: ‘See, they have shut him in 
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—to the port, I warrant him.’ 


It is lamentable that Mr. Collier should cover himself 
with ridicule by thus labouring to defend the worst vagaries 
of his Ms. Corrector. A quotation from a drama, which Mr. 
Collier himself formerly edited (in Dodsley’s Old Plays, vol. 
xi.), is alone sufficient to show the atrocity of the alteration, 
“To the ports? 


= Selb 
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“King Edward, no: we will admit no pause, 
For goes this wretch, this'traitor, to the pot.” 
Peele’s Hdward I.,— Works, i. 118, ed. Dyce, 1829. 


(Since I wrote what precedes, Mr. Staunton has published 
(March, 1859) the No. of his Shakespeare which contains 
Coriolanus ; and in his note ad /. he gives, not only the pass- 
age which I have cited from Peele, but the following quota- 
tions ; 

“Thou mightest sweare, if I could, I would bring them to the pot.” 
‘New Custome,’ Act ii. Se. 3. 
4 they go to the pot for’t.” 
Webster’s ‘ White Devil,’ &c., 
Dyce’s ed. p. 117, Vol. I.) 


P. 666, —act ili. se. 2. 


«<< Vol. Oh, son, son, son! 
I would have had you put your power well on, 
Before you had worn it out.’ 
Oh, SON, SON, Son !] It is ‘O, sir, str, sir /’ in the folios, but amended to 
“son, son, son!’ in the corr. fo. 1632, which most likely here truly repre- 
sents the language of Shakespeare. The words were easily mistaken for 


each other, and Volumnia would surely be more apt to call Coriolanus 
‘son’ than szr.” 


Here the Ms. Corrector’s “improvement” entirely does 
away with one of Shakespeare’s touches of nature. In the 


reiterated “sir”? Volumnia testifies her displeasure at Corio- 
lanus. 


P. 667, — act iii. sc. 2. 


**“ Because that now it lies you on to speak 

To the people; not by your own instruction, 

Nor by the matter which your heart prompts you, 

But with such words that are but roted in 

Your tongue, though but bastards, and syllables 

Of no allowance to your bosom’s truth.’ 
But with such words that are but rovep in 
Your tongue,| The Rev. Mr. Dyce proposes an emendation here, which 
seems to show that he did not understand the drift of the passage: he 
wishes ‘roted in your tongue’ to be printed ‘rooted in your tongue’ (‘ Re- 
marks,’ p. 161), but the words were to be said by rote by the tongue, and 
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not to be rooted in it. Besides, Mr. Dyce’s proposal is not novel, since 
Boswell formerly hinted at vooted, but did not venture to print it. The 
spelling of the old copy is roated.” 


The whole of this passage is very obscure because cor- 
rupted. — As I cannot believe with Mr. Collier that “ words 
roted In your tongue” could mean “words said by rote By 
the tongue,” I continue to think that here “roated’”’ should 
be “ rooted,’ —which, indeed, I have printed in my recent 
edition of the poet. (Richardson, in his Dictionary, quoting 
the passage sub “ Rote,”’ observes, “ Roated in Shakespeare 
is, perhaps, rooted, fixed, infixed, impressed,—no deeper than 
your tongue.”’) 


P. 674,—act i. se. 3. 


*¢¢ Tet them pronounce the steep Tarpeian death, 
Vagabond exile, flaying, pent to linger 
But with a grain a day, I would not buy 
Their mercy at the price of one fair word, 
Nor check my carriage for what they can give, 
To have’t with saying, good morrow.’ 


Nor check my carriage for what they can give,| v. e. Nor check my deport- 
ment ; the corr. fo. 1632 indisputably substitutes ‘carriage’ for cowrage 
of the old copies, a quality for which Coriolanus would be the last to 
have given himself credit. The very same blunder was committed in 
‘Henry VI. Part iii.,’ A. il. sc. 2 (this Vol. p. 143), and corrected on the 
same authority. On the other hand, in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Island 
Princess,’ A. ii. sc. 7 (Works by Dyce, vii. 448), the opposite error found 
its way into the text, and has never been removed: it is where the 
Governor of Ternata speaks of— 
‘A coward past recovery, a confirm’d coward, 
One without courage, or common sense.’ 

Here, strange as it may seem considering the context, carriage has always 
kept possession of the place where ‘ courage’ ought to have stood.” 

The Ms. Corrector, whose knowledge of the meaning of 
words seems to have been as limited as that of Mr. Collier, 
corrupts the above passage of Coriolanus just as he has previ- 
ously corrupted the passage of Henry VI., Part iil., act 11. sc. 2. 
In both places the old lection is the true one: here “my 
courage”’ is equivalent to “my spirit, mettle ;’ in Henry VI. 
(see p. 139 of the present volume), “this soft cowrage’” is equi- 
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valent to “this soft spirit,—this soft-heartedness.” Besides, 
here the substitution of “ carriage” for “ courage” introduces 
an impropriety of expression; for, though a man may talk of 
“checking his courage,” he would hardly talk of “ checking 
his carriage” (unless, perhaps, he were speaking of some “ ve- 
hicular conveyance” which he was rich enough to keep). 

As the Ms. Corrector has corrupted the passage of Corio- 
lanus and the passage of Henry VI. by changing “‘ courage” to 
“ carriage,’ so Mr. Collier corrupts the passage of The Island 
Princess by changing “ carriage” to “ courage ;”— 

“ Count me a heavy sleepy fool, a coward, 
A coward past recovery, a confirm’d coward, 
One without carriage or common sense.” 


Would the Governor of Ternata, after three times proclaiming 
himself a coward, immediately add that he was “one without 
courage” 2 Nobody, I believe, except Mr. Collier would sup- 
pose so, or would fail to see that ‘one without carriage” 
means “ one without conduct,—management.” 


VOL. V. | OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 159 


WOT Vi, 


TITUS ANDRONICUS. 


P. 19,—act 1. sc. 2. On the line “ Dear father, soul and 
substance of us all,””—Mr. Collier remarks ; 


** There is a somewhat similar passage in Marlowe’s Second Part of 
*Tamburlaine the Great,’ where Amyras exclaims to his father, 


‘Thy soul gives essence to our wretched substance.’ 
Marlowe’s Works, by Dyce, i. 222. 
By a singular, but unquestionable misprint, ‘substance’ is swdjects in the 


old copies, and so the error is allowed to stand, twice over, in the reprint 
of 1850.” 


The passage of Tamburlaine is ; 


Me st ¥ 
. * % 


“ Amy. “4 
Your soul gives essence to our wretched sulyects, P 
Whose matter is incorporate in your flesh. 

Cel. Your pains do pierce our souls ; no hope survives, 
For by your life we entertain our lives. 

Tamb. But, sons, this subject, not of force enough 
To hold the fiery spirit it contains, 

Must part, imparting his impressions 
By equal portions into both your breasts,” &c.,— 


and ‘I allowed the speeches to stand” as above, not only in 
“the reprint of 1850,” but in that of 1858, when Mr. Collier’s 
emendation, “ substance,’* was not unknown to me; for the 
words “‘ subjects”’ and “ subject” are certo certius the language 
of Marlowe, though Mr. Collier so dogmatically pronounces 
them to be wrong. Compare, in the same play, the speech of 
Tamburlaine before killing his son Calyphas ; 
“ Here, Jove, receive his fainting soul again ; 

A form not meet to give that swbject essence 

Whose matter is the flesh of Tamburlaine, 

Wherein an incorporeal spirit moves, 

Made of the mould whereof thy self consists,” &c. 

Act iv. sce. 1. 


* See his Preface to Coleridge’s Seven Lectures on Shakespeare and Milton, 
1856, p. exviil. 
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ne}! and the following lines in Chapman’s Continuation of Mar- 
i a | lowe’s Hero and Leander ; 
“Then, ho, most strangely-intellectual fire, 
That, proper to my soul, hast power t’ inspire 
Her burning faculties, and with the wings 
Of thy unsphered flame visit’st the springs 
Of spirits immortal! Now (as swift as Time 
Doth follow Motion) find th’ eternal clime 
Of his free soul, whose living subject stood 
| Up to the chin in the Pierian flood, 
{ And drunk to me half this Muszean story, 
Inscribing it to deathless memory,” &ec. 
Third Sestriad. 
4 It only remains for Mr. Collier boldly to assert that in the 
two passages last cited “ subject” is a misprint for “ sub- 
stance.”’ 


H P. 39,—act ii. se. 4. 
. «¢¢ hey shall be ready, at your highness’ will, 


To answer this suspicion with their lives.’ 

Li THIS suspicion] It is ‘ their suspicion’ in the early impressions, but it 
i hy ought clearly to be ‘this suspicion’ as we find it in the corr. fo. 1632 : 
a | the old printer was confused by ‘their’ near the end of the line, where 

it is proper enough. Three lines lower, he again blundered about the 

"| same word, and what he printed the ought to be ‘ their’ —‘ their guilt is 

plain.’ ”’ 

Most impertinent alterations,—more particularly the first 

a one : — “ their suspicion” is the phraseology of the time ; 

and such repetitions as “their... . their” were rather af- 

Hh fected than avoided by our early poets. 


P. 39,—act 11. se. 5. 
*¢ ¢ Who ’twas cut out thy tongue, and ravish’d thee.’ 
So the corr. fo. 1632: the line in the 4tos. and folios is, 


| 
. | ) ‘ Who ’twas that cut thy tongue,’ &c., 
y 


iy | but they had not merely cut her tongue, but cut it owt, and the line 
4 ought to run as we have above given it. The cause of the lapse by the 
1 printer doubtless was the similarity of the words ‘ cut’ and ‘out’ in the 
Mise 
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The printer made no “lapse” here: the original reading, 
“cut thy tongue,” has precisely the same meaning as what the 
over-busy Corrector substitutes, “cut out thy tongue.” 


P. 40,—act 1. se. 5. 
“¢¢ And might not gain so great a happiness 
As half thy love ? 


As HALF thy dove ?| We may strongly suspect an error from mishearing 
in these words: why was ‘half’ the love of Lavinia to be specified? The 
corr. fo. 1632 tells us to read ‘As have thy love,’ but, as ‘ half,’ instead 
of have, may have been the poet’s word, we do not displace it.”’ 
Another instance (see pp. 49, 71 of the present volume) of 
Mr. Collier’s unaccountably declining the assistance of the Cor- 
rector where, beyond a doubt, he ought to have accepted it. 
Theobald saw that the true reading here was “ As have thy 
love: yet Capell defended the old error; and Theobald’s 
alteration is not even noticed in the Variorum Shakespeare. 


P. 46,—act i. se. 1. 


*¢¢ With all my heart I’ll send my hand to him. 
Good Aaron, wilt thou help to chop it off ? 


With all my heart Pu send my hand v0 u1M.]| This line in the ancient 
editions is absurdly redundant : 


‘ With all my heart Dll send the emperor my hand.’ 
We have amended it by the corr. fo. 1632,” &c. 
The passage has more recently been arranged thus; 
“With all my heart, I'll send the emperor 
My hand: 
Good Aaron, wilt thou help to chop it off?” 
and so it will in future be given by all editors who do not 
think themselves at liberty to re-write their author. 


P. 78,— act v. sc. 2. 


“*¢ Tam. These are my ministers, and come with me. 
Tit. Are they thy ministers? what are they call’d ? 
Tam. Rape, and Murder ; therefore called so, 

’Cause they take vengeance of such kind of men.’ 


Are tHny thy ministers ?| It is curious here to see a modern editor 
M 


ot 
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justifying one corruption by another: ‘they’ having been ignorantly 
misprinted chem in the old impressions, we are told to preserve it,” ac. 

“ Are they thy ministers?” is the reading of the second 
folio: but the true one (as the preceding speech shows) 1s 
“ Aye these thy ministers?” —In the next line Mr. Collier 
ought certainly to have printed, with the second folio, “ Ra- 
pine and Murder,” &c., not only for the metre’s sake, but 
because we have just before, “So thou destroy Rapine and 
Murder there ;” and afterwards, “ Rapine and Murder,” &c., 
“ Good Rapine,” &c. 


P. 87,—act v. sc. 3. Mr. Collier concludes his note on 
« Give me aim awhile” by observing ; 
‘¢The mention of bier reminds us of a blunder in ‘ Valentinian,’ 


(Dyce’s Beaumont and Fletcher, v. 289), where dzers is misprinted 
‘beats,’ to the confusion of all editors, from first to last—‘ for thus we 
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get but years and beats. 
Forgetting that he had written the above, but not for- 
getting that the Rev. Mr. Dyce was to be attacked on every 
possible occasion, Mr. Collier again, in vol. vi. p. 330, devotes 
a whole note to the passage of Valentinian ; 
<¢The use of the word ‘ bier’ reminds us of a very noticeable misprint, 


which has hitherto set at defiance all commentators, in Fletcher’s ‘ Valen- 
tinian,’ A. ii. sc. 3 (Dyce’s Beaumont and Fletcher, v. 238),” de. dec. 


Sce the present volume, under Cymbeline, act 1v. sc. 2. 


ROMEO AND JULIET. 


P. 107,— act 1. se. l. 

‘¢¢ Byrom love’s weak childish bow she lives encharm’d.’ 
ENCHARM’D.| A small emendation in the corr. fo. 1632 converts uncharm’d 
of the old editions into ‘ encharm’d,’ meaning magically protected, as by 
a charm, from love’s bow. The difference is only a single letter; but Rowe 
altered wncharm’d to unharm'd, and such has since been the received 
text : Romeo says that she could not be wounded, inasmuch as she was 
‘encharm’d.’”’ 


The reading “she lives unharm’d” is, as My. Collier states, 
“the received text ;” and such, notwithstanding the Correc- 
, ’ s 
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tor’s alteration, it will in all probability continue to be,—for 
it is derived from the first quarto. 


P, 126, 
** ¢ Young Adam Cupid, he that shot so trim,’ d&c. 


Apam Oupid,| The old copies have, ‘Abraham Cupid,’ which Upton 
altered to Adam, understanding the reference to be to Adam Bell, the 
famous archer. The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Few Notes,’ p. 109) would pre- 
serve ‘Abraham,’ which he construes auburn, in reference to what he 
supposes the colour of Cupid’s hair. This is, indeed, to use Mr. Dyce’s 
own strong words (‘ Remarks,’ p. 167), to ‘ chronicle a wretched conjec- 
ture ;’ for where, in English, is Cupid called * awburn Cupid’ ?” 


act 11. se. l. 


As Mr. Collier here insinuates that I have no reasonable 
grounds for “ construing ‘Abraham’ auburn,” it is necessary 
that I lay before the reader the whole of what I said in my 
Few Notes, &c., where I first “ chronicled that wretched con- 
jecture :’?— 

“ Upton altered ‘ Abraham’ to ‘ Adam,’ understanding the 
allusion to be to the celebrated archer Adam Bell; and, since 
Upton’s time, the alteration has been adopted by all editors, 
except Mr. Knight, who retams ‘ ddraham,’ which he explains 
to mean, ‘the cheat—the Abraham man—of our old statutes.’ 

“That Shakespeare here had an eye to the ballad of King 
Cophetua and the Beggar Maid, is certain ; 

‘The blinded boy that shootes so trim 
From heaven down did hie, 
He drew a dart, and-shot at him 
In place where he did lye.’ 


But this stanza contains nothing to countenance in the slight- 
est degree the reading ‘ddam Cupid.’ 
“In Soliman and Perseda, 1599, we find,— 
‘Where is the eldest sonne of Pryam, 
That abraham-coloured Troion ? dead.’ 
ree ils Bay 
in Middleton’s Blurt, Master Constable, 1602,— 
‘A goodlie, long, thicke, Abram-colour’d beard.’ 
nig? DL: 
and in our author’s Coriolanus, act 11. sc. 38, according to the 
first three folios, 


q 
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‘not that our heads are some browne, some blacke, som Abram ;’ 


there being hardly any reason to doubt that in these passages 
‘abraham’ (or ‘ Abram’) is a corruption of ‘ abron, which our 
early writers frequently employ for ‘auburn.’ Is, then, the 
right reading in the present line,— 


‘Young abram [or auburn] Cupid,’ &e., 


Shakespeare having used ‘ abram’ for ‘ auburn-haired, as the 
author of Soliman and Perseda has used ‘ abraham-coloured 
Troion’ for ‘Trojan with auburn-coloured hairy’? THverybody 
familiar with the Italian poets knows that they term Cupid, 
as well as Apollo, ‘Il biondo Dio: and W. Thomas, in his 
Principal Rules of the Italian Grammer, &c., gives ‘ Biondo, 
the aberne [i.e. auburn] colour, that is betwene white and 
yelow.’ Sig. E2, ed. 1567. In The Two Gentlemen of Ve- 
rona, act iv. sc. 4, ‘auburn’ means yellowish,— 


‘Her hair is auburn, mine is perfect yellow.’ ” 


P. 182, — act 11. sc. 2. 
«¢¢ Mo cease thy suit, and leave me to my grief.’ 


suit,| Malone erroneously says that the 4to, 1597, has swt, for ‘strife’ 
of all the other copies. The 4to, 1597, has no such passage, for the reason 
explained in the last note; but it is ‘suit,’ instead of strzfe, in the corr. 
fo. 1632. Mr. Singer prints ‘ suit,’ without giving any authority.” 


Mr. Singer’s authority for “ swit’”’ was the undated quarto. 


P. 189,—act il. se. 4. 


“*¢ Rom. I stretch it out for that word—broad: which added to the 
goose, proves thee far and wide abroad—goose.’ 


The Rev. Mr. Dyce is emphatic upon the word ‘ goose’ (‘ Remarks,’ 
p. 170), and wishes us to print ‘a broad goose.’ He does not explain 
what he means by ‘a broad goose;’ and we never heard of one even 
among tailors. What Romeo plainly means is, that Mercutio has proved 
himself ‘far and wide abroad’ a goose: we print the text accordingly ; 
and we thus add ‘broad’ to ‘goose’ in the way intended, and preserve 
whatever force there may be in the retort.” 


When Mr. Collier, in his former edition, gave the very 
foolish reading which he still retains, his note on it was 
merely ,— 
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**So the folio, 1623; all older editions have, ‘ proves thee far and 


A, 


wide, a broad goose : 
on which I remarked ; 

“« All older editions’ are right ; for the reading which Mr. 
Collier has preferred, instead of ‘ adding broad to the goose,’ 
entirely separates the words ;’— 
and Mr. Collier now says, in reference to the preceding re- 
mark, that I am “emphatic upon the word ‘goose.’” Per- 
haps he will think Mr. Staunton still more “emphatic,” who 
writes thus ad J. ; 

“a broad goose] The quibble here not being understood, 
it has been proposed that we should read :— 


: proves thee far and wide abroad, goose.’ 


But Romeo plays on the words a broad and a brode. ‘The 
Turnament of Tottenham,’ Harl. Mss. No. 5396 :— 


‘Forther would not Tyb then, 
Tyl scho had hur brode-hen 
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Set in hur lap. 


P. 143,—act ii. sc. 4. In a note on the words ‘‘ Must be 
my convoy,” Mr. Collier takes care to mention that 
‘““in Webster’s ‘ White Devil’ (Edit. Dyce, i. 94), ‘cunning’ is misprinted 
convoy, ‘ Pandar, ply your convoy,’ which the editor unluckily permitted 
* to pass 3” 
but he takes care not to mention — that he himself in his edt- 
tion of The White Devil (Dodsley’s Old Plays, vol. vi.) with 
the same ill luck let “convoy” stand unquestioned. 


P. 166,—act in. se. 5. 
<¢¢ Tig but the pale reflex of Cynthia’s bow,’ &c. 
Bow ;] In all the old copies ‘ bow’ is misprinted drow, as if the allusion 
were to the eye-brow, and not to the ‘bow,’ or crescent, of Cynthia. 
We take ‘bow’ from the corr. fo. 1632,” &c. 

I really cannot see any objection to the expression ‘“ Cyn- 
thia’s brow,’ — “brow” meaning, not as Mr. Collier chooses 
to explain it, “eye-brow,”? but “forehead” (in act 1. sc. 3 we 
have “For even the day before she broke her drow’’): surely 
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a it is no more exceptionable than “ Pheebus’ front” [i.e. fore- 
head], which occurs in King Lear, act 11. sc. 2,— 


“the wreath of radiant fire 
On flickering Phebus’ front.” 


: | P. 170,—act i. se. 5. 
“it 10. COD. > sg - i? 
But now I'll tell thee joyful tidings, girl. 
Jul. And joy comes well in such a needy time. 
What are they, I beseech your ladyship ? 
* * * * 


* * 


— “Sia e 2 


I pray you, tell my lord and father, madam, 
| I will not marry yet ; and, when I do, I swear, 
} i It shall be Romeo, whom you know [ hate, 
mn Rather than Paris. 
La. Cap. These are news indeed ! 

Here comes your father; tell him so yourself, 

And see how he will take it at your hands.’ 
These are news indeed /| These words indicate the surprise of Lady Ca- 
pulet at the intelligence she has just heard, and they join on, with the 
utmost exactness, to what follows of her speech. Strange to say, the 
blunder of giving ‘These are news indeed!’ to Juliet has never, in mo- 
dern times, been detected, but the matter is set right in the corr. fo. 
1632. The mistake, when pointed out, seems to correct itself.” 


3 yt When the Ms. Corrector took away these words from 
ih Juliet, and assigned them to Lady Capulet, he must have been 
falling into his dotage;.and when Mr. Collier adopted the 
change, he 
\ It seems almost impossible that any one should read the 
| passage as it stands in the old copies, without perceiving that 
le Juliet’s exclamation, “these are news indeed !” has reference 
| | to what her mother has said alittle before, “ But now I'll tell 
| 
' 


: thee joyful tidings, girl 2’ — 
“T pray you, tell my lord and father, madam, 
i| I will not marry yet ; and, when I do, I swear, 
It shall be Romeo, whom you know I hate, 
7 Rather than Paris :—these are news indeed !” 
o 
P. 171,—act iu. se. 5. 
. / ‘* But settle your fine joints ’gainst Thursday next 
To go with Paris to Saint Peter’s church,” &c. 
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So Mr. Collier silently prints (like the other modern edi- 
tors, Mr. Staunton and myself excepted), though all the old 
copies have, and rightly, “ But fetile [1.e. prepare] your fine 
joints,’ &c.—The word fettle was not obsolete in Swift’s 
time: see Richardson’s Dictionary in v. 


P. 189, — act v. se. 1. 
‘©¢ Tf JT may trust the flattering death of sleep,’ We. 
This seems one of the happiest of the minor emendations in the corr. fo. 
1632. The line has hitherto stood, 
‘If I may trust the flattering ¢ruth of sleep 3’ 

put truth could not flatter, and must be an error. The 4to, 1597, has 
‘the flattering eye of sleep,’ and the passage has occasioned much dis- 
pute. The fact seems to be, that the old compositor was confounded 
between ‘trust’ and ‘death,’ and, joining the beginning of one word to 
the end of the other, printed truth when he ought to have printed 
‘death.’ Nothing can well be more intelligible and pertinent than 
‘ death’ instead of truth: it was ‘the flattering death of sleep,’ because 
Romeo had had such ‘flattering’ dreams during ‘sleep,’ which state has 
been, over and over again, likened by poets to ‘death’ The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce (‘Few Notes,’ p. 113) would preserve ‘flattering eye of sleep,’ 
which nobody can satisfactorily explain, because, strange to say, he can- 
not understand what is meant by ‘the flattering death of sleep.’ ” 


If Mr. Collier had wished to show that “the flattering 
death of sleep” is an alteration destitute of all meaning, he 
could not have done so more effectually than by his attempt 
to explain it: —indeed, he may be assured, that this new 
reading, which “seems to him one of the happiest of the 
minor emendations in the corr. fo. 1632,” will seem to every- 
body else (Professor Mommsen perhaps excepted) one of the 
rashest and most unfortunate of the changes recorded in that 
omnium gatherum of conjecture. 


P. 195,—act v. sc. 3. 


‘¢¢ Par, I do defy commiseration, 
And apprehend thee for a felon here.’ 


I do defy commisnratron,| The corr. fo. 1632 has ‘thy’ erased in this 
line, as redundant for the metre. The oldest 4to. has conjwrations, and 
the 4to, 1599, commiration : all the other ancient authorities have ‘ thy 
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commiseration.’ The Rey. Mr. Dyce has declared commiration to be ‘a 
stark misprint :’ nobody doubts, or has doubted it; the matter is self- 
evident. The question is, for what is it a misprint? All the other 
copies, 4to. and folio, tell us that commération was a blunder for ‘com- 
miseration’ and not for conjurations. Mr. Dyce is of a contrary opinion 
(‘ Remarks,’ p. 175), and we are sorry to differ from him: taking com- 
miration for ‘ commiseration,’ we have the 4tos, 1599 and 1609, as well 
as the folios, 1623, 1632, 1664, and 1685, in our favour; and moreover, 
when the old annotator on the folio, 1632, was amending the line, by 
erasing ‘thy,’ he did not think of altering ‘commiseration’ to conjura- 
tons. Mr. Dyce does not advert to the important fact that Romeo had 
commiserated Paris, and had entreated him to fly, rather than remain to 
be killed. A man of Mr. Dyce’s experience need not be told to look to 
the context before he adopts so decided an opinion: the error was that 
of the old printer of the 4to, 1597, who committed so many other, and 
such gross mistakes, and who, not being well acquainted with the word 
‘commiseration’ (written no doubt in his day with one m—comiseration), 
composed coniurations instead of it. All the probabilities are in favour 
of  commiseration,’ and although conjwrations would answer the purpose, 
‘commiseration’ fills the place better: we can have no other ground of 
preference for one word over the other.” 


Here again, as usual, Mr. Collier does not mind sacrificing 
the truth to his desire of exhibiting me in a ridiculous light: 
“the Rev. Mr. Dyce,” he says, ‘has declared commiration to 
be ‘a stark misprint :’ nobody doubts, or has doubted it; the 
matter is self-evident.” If I had “declared” so, the platitude 
would have been worth} of Mr. Collier himself: — what I did 
say was, ‘ COMMISERATION . is a stark misprint ;” see 
my Remarks, &c., p. 175. 

As far as the metre is concerned, Mr, Collier’s present 
reading, 

“T do defy commiseration,” 
is better than his former one, 


“T do defy thy commiseration ;” 


but, as far as the sense is concerned, it is not a bit better; for 
assuredly such an expression as “ defy COMMISERATION” verges 
on the ludicrous. I have no doubt that in the reading of the 
quarto, 1599, 

“T do defy thy commiration,” 


“commiration” is an error for “coniuration” (the editor of 
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that quarto having perhaps preferred the word in the sin- 
gular), and that the reading of the later editions, 


“T do defy thy commiseration,” 


was a change made by some one who (without any ear for 
verse) thought he set all right if he only substituted the word 
“commiseration” for the no-word “ commiration.”’ — When 
Mr. Collier observed that “a man of Mr. Dyce’s experience 
need not be told to look to the context before he adopts so 
decided an opinion,” he had forgotten that, in order to show 
that the reading of the quarto, 1597, 


“T do defy thy conjurations,” 


was the genuine lection, I cited the preceding speech, in which 
Romeo thus earnestly conjures Paris,— 


“Good gentle youth, tempt not a desperate man ; 
Fly hence, and leave me :—think upon these gone ; 
Let them affright thee.—I beseech thee, youth, 
Put not another sin upon my head, 

By urging me to fury :—O, be gone !” &e.— 


Conjuration in the sense of “earnest entreaty” was formerly 
not uncommon. 
Mr. Knight, who in his earlier editions printed 
ae 1 


“T do defy thy commiseration,” 


has now, in consequence of my femarks, &c., adopted the 
reading of the first quarto, 


“T do defy thy conjurations,” &c.) 


P. 201,—act v. se. 3. 
‘¢¢ Seal up the mouth of outcry for a while,’ &. 
outcry] So the corr. fo. 1632: to ‘seal up the mouth of outrage’ (as 
constantly misprinted) is almost nonsense, and Lady Capulet has spoken 


just before of the ‘open outcry’ which had aroused her: the mouth of 
this ‘open outcry’ the Prince wished to be sealed.” 


The needlessness of this alteration has been shown by Mr. 
Staunton, who cites from The First Part of Henry VI., act iv. 


or A 
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: }) “ Are you not asham’d 
i oy With this immodest clamorous outrage 
, To trouble and disturb the king and us ?” 


(where the Ms. Corrector makes no change). 


TIMON OF ATHENS. 


| P. 212,—act 1. se. 1. 

j | “¢¢ A thing slipp’d idly from me. 
Our poesy is as a gum, which issues 
From whence ’tis nourish’d,’ dc. 


| j as a GuM, which 1ssuEs|] The old copy, ‘as a gown which uses.’ Pope 
Mi changed gown to ‘gum,’ and we obtain ‘issues’ from the corr. fo. 1632: 
Johnson suggested oozes, which may be right, but seems to express too 
slow a process for what the speaker tells us had ‘slipped idly’ from 
it him.” 


> and his conjecture 


Here Pope altered “ uses” to ‘issues,’ 
kept its ground in the editions till supplanted by Johnson’s 
“ oozes,” which is clearly the poet’s word, and which no one 
could have imagined was to give place in 1858 to the long 


Pi and justly rejected reading ‘ issues.” 


P. 230,—act 11. se. 1. 

ej “* “no reason 

4 Can sound his state in safety.’ 

i Thus the old copies; the meaning being, that no reason can sound 
Timon’s state, and find it in safety. The usual lection has been found, 
which is not more intelligible than ‘ sound.’ ” 


| 
| ih In this passage “sound” is manifestly an error; which 
f ° . 
| the folio repeats in a speech of the next scene,— 
| “O my good lord, 
At many times I brought in my accounts, 
| Laid them before you; you would throw them off, 
And say, you sound [read found] them in mine honesty.” 


) P. 242,—act in. se. 2. 
3 «¢¢ Why this 
| t Is the world’s soul ; and just of the same piece 


Is every flatterer’s port.’ 
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Ts every flatterer’s port.| The Rev. Mr. Dyce pronounces the old reading 
“Is every flatterer’s sport,’ the ‘ veriest nonsense ;’ but he ventures upon 
no emendation of his own, and offers no opinion upon Theobald’s adop- 
tion of spirit instead of sport. We are therefore the more glad to pro- 
duce an alteration from the corr. fo. 1632, which he cannot but approve, 
seeing that the corruption in the folio, 1623, has only arisen from the 
carrying on of the sibilation from a preceding to a succeeding word: 
for ‘ flatterer’s sport’ read ‘flatterer’s port,’ i.e. deportment or demean- 
our, and ‘the veriest nonsense’ is converted into excellent sense. We 
need hardly adduce instances of the use of ‘ port’ in this way by Shake- 
speare, but our readers may refer to ‘The Merchant of Venice,’ Vol. i. 
p. 271, and ‘Henry VI., Part II.,’ Vol. iv. p. 71, &c.” 


Mr. Collier, in his former edition, printed 
“and just of the same piece 
Is every flatterer’s sport ;” 
and with this note ; 

‘‘We adhere to the old reading, thinking that it affords at least as 
good a meaning as the modern change of ‘sport’ to spirit.” 

Hence I was led to say “‘ sport’ appears to me to be the 
veriest nonsense” (Remarks, &c. p. 180), intimating, of course, 
that I thought Theobald’s reading “ spirit” the genuine one: 
—and such I still think it; for the Ms. Corrector’s “ port” 
does not deserve a moment’s consideration. 


P. 261,—act iv. sc. 8. In his note on the line “ Raise me 
this beggar, and decline that lord,” Mr. Collier observes : 

“Tn Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Honest Man’s Fortune,’ A. 1. sc. 2 
(Dyce’s Edit. iii. 377), we meet with this passage: ‘ And being you have 
declin’d his means, you have increas’d his malice.’ It is strange that 


the experienced editor should have had so defective an ear as to print 
the above as verse.” 


The passage is printed thus, and with the following note, 
in my edition of Beaumont and Fletcher ; 


‘©¢ Taw, The most direct. path for your safety : 
For where doth danger sit more furious 
Than in a desperate man ? 

La-P. And being you have declin’d® his means, you have 
Inereas’d his malice.’ 


“<6 declin’d| i.e. caused to decline. —I may notice that 
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this and the preceding speech stand as verse (with the above 
arrangement) in Ms. ;’— 
and that the excellent Ms. to which I refer has preserved the 
proper arrangement of these speeches, I see no reason to doubt. 
Beaumont and Fletcher (like our other early dramatists) occa- 
sionally have scenes consisting of both verse and prose ; and it 
is notorious that their versification is sometimes very lax. 

P. 270,—act iv. sc. 3. 

‘¢¢Tf thou wilt curse, thy father, that poor rogue, 
Must be thy subject,’ &. 


thy father, that poor Roun, | We acknowledge our obligation here to the 
corrected folio, the property of Mr. Singer: there is no emendation of 
the kind in our corr. fo. 1632, but undoubtedly there ought to have 
been. The original, in the folio, 1623, is ‘thy father, that poor ragge.’” 


“Mr. Singer’s corrected second folio reads, ‘ poor rogue,’ 
a substitution also proposed by Johnson; but, as Mr. Dyce 
remarks, ‘rag occurs elsewhere in our author as a term of 
contempt ; and it was formerly a very common one.’” Mr. 
STAUNTON ad l. 


P, 285, —act v. sc. 2. 


“*T have a tree, which grows here in my close, 
That mine own use invites me to cut down, 
And shortly must I fell it: tell my friends, 
Tell Athens, in the sequence of degree, 
From high to low throughout, that whoso please 
To stop affliction, let him take his halter, 
Come hither, ere my tree hath felt the axe, 
And hang himself.’ 


let him take his HauvER,| This is one of the most noticeable of all the 
verbal emendations in the corr: fo. 1632: the words have hitherto been 
‘let him take his haste,’ a very unprecedented expression and not, we 
may be pretty sure, what the poet wrote: the old compositor misread 
‘halter’ haste, the r at the end of ‘halter’ having been imperfectly writ- 
ten.” 


When I wrote the note on this passage in my ed. of 
Shakespeare, I mentioned the Ms. Corrector’s ‘halter’ as 
“perhaps the true reading.” But I have since thought less 
favourably of it. In the Add. and Corr. to my ed. (1. ccxiv.) 
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I remarked that the original lection “ take his haste” receives 
some support from the two following passages,— 


“Tf on my credit you dare build so far 
To make your speed to Dover,” &e. 
King Lear, act i. se. 1. 
“and with all hes hast 
Informd Aigistheus.” 
Chapman’s Homer's Odysses, b. iv. p. 61, ed. folio. 


to which I may now add, 


“Rise ye up, take your journey, and pass over the river Arnon,” 
&e. Deuteronomy, chap. i. 24. 


I would observe, too, that there is something suspicious 
in the expression “take uis halter ;” because it almost im- 
plies that every man in Athens (“from high to low through- 
out”) was provided with a halter for his own especial use in 
case of need, 

“To take time, is to go leisurely about a business; to take 
haste is to perform it expeditiously.” Mr. Staunton ad /.,— 
who mentions the Corrector’s alteration without any remark. 


P. 287,—act v. sc. 4. 
“<¢¢' he Woods near Trmon’s Cave. 


Enter a Soldier, seeking Timon. 


Sold. By all description this should be the place. 
Who’s here? speak, ho !—No answer ?— What is this? 
[finding Trmon’s grave. 
Timon is dead, who hath outstretch’d his span : 
Some beast rear’d this; there does not live a man. 
Dead, sure, and this his grave—What’s on this tomb 
I cannot read ; the character I’ll take with wax : 
Our captain hath in every figure skill; 
An ag’d interpreter, though young in days. 2 
Before proud Athens he’s set down by this, 
Whose fall the mark of his ambition is. [ Hatt.’ 


Some beast REAR’D this ;] The old copies have read for ‘rear’d.’? Johnson 
was in favour of read, instead of ‘rear’d,’ which was substituted by Theo- 
bald. It would however be strange for the Soldier to call upon a beast 
to read that which, he tells us, just afterwards, he could not read him- 
self. The stage-direction ‘Finding Timon’s grave’ is from the corr. fo. 
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1632, where also read is amended to ‘rear’d,’ and no (peculiar to that 
edition) altered to ‘not,’ as it stands in the folios, 1623, 1664, and 1685. 
We are to suppose ‘ tomb,’ in the next line, to mean merely some appear- 
ance of a place of sepulture.”’ 


So Mr. Collier.—In Mr. Staunton’s- edition, the scene 
and the annotation on it stand as follows :— 


“ The Woods. 'Timon’s Cave, and a rough Tomb near tt. 
Enter a Soldier, seeking Timon. 


Soxp. By all description this should be the place. 
Who’s here? speak, ho !—No answer? What is this? 
[Reads.| Timon 18 DEAD !—who* hath outstretch’'d his span,— 
Some beast—read this ; there does not live a man.» 
Dead, sure, and this his grave: what’s on this tomb 
I cannot read ; the character I'll take with wax ; 
Our captain hath in every figure skill,° &e. 


a Who hath, &c.| That is, whoever hath, &c. 
b TIMON IS DEAD! who hath outstretch’d his span,— 

Some beast—read this; there does not lweaman.| Of the many 
erroneous interpretations of Shakespeare’s text for which his com- 
mentators are responsible, none, perhaps, 1s so remarkable, and, at 
the same time, so supremely ridiculous, as that into which they 
have lapsed with regard to the above passage. Not perceiving— 
what it seems scarcely possible from the lines themselves and their 
context to miss —that this couplet is an inscription by Timon to 
indicate his death and point to the epitaph on his tomb, they have 
invariably printed it as a portion of the soldier’s speech, and thus 
represented him as misanthropical as the hero of the piece! Nor 
was this absurdity sufficient : as, says Warburton, ‘The soldier had 
yet only seen the rude pile of earth heaped up for Timon’s grave, 
and not the inscription upon it,’ we should read : 


‘Some beast rear’d this ;— 


and he prints it accordingly. And because ‘our poet certainly 
would not make the soldier call on a beast to read the inscription 
before he had informed the audience that he could not read it him- 
self; which he does afterwards, Malone adopts Warburton’s read- 
ing, and every editor since follows his judicious example! What is 
still more amusing, too, Mr. Collier, who has claimed for his mys- 
terious annotator three-fourths of the most acute of modern emend- 
ations, assigns this precious ‘restoration’ to him also! We are 
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or 


- ero EN Tee NR oo 7 a 


curious to know whether he derived it from some manuscript copy 
of the play, or merely from the traditions of the stage. 

¢ Our captain hath in every figure skill ;] We are obviously to 
understand that the insculpture on the tomb, unlike the inscription 


which he has just read, is in a language the soldier was unacquainted 
with.” 


1. I certainly have no pleasure in maintaining an opinion 
directly opposed to that of Mr. Staunton: but I differ from 
him toto celo in the peculiar view which he takes of the pre- 
sent passage. I believe that the two lines,—which the folio 
gives pointed exactly thus, and printed (with the exception of 
the name) in Roman, not in ttalic type,— 

hts Tymon is dead, who hath out-stretcht his span, 

Some Beast reade this ; There do’s not liue a Man,’— 


are a portion of the Soldier’s speech, not an inscription ; and, 
moreover, that the Ms. Corrector and Warburton were quite 
right in substituting “rear’d” for “read” (a misprint which 
might have been occasioned by the compositor’s eye resting 
on the word “read” just below, in the next line but one). 

2. As here the soldier says to himself, 


“ Timon ts dead, who hath outstretch’d his span,” 


so in the next scene, when he delivers to Alcibiades the 1m- 
pression of the epitaph taken in wax, he says, 


“My noble general, Zimon is dead.” 


3. Besides this couplet (and its quaintness might lead us 
to suppose that Shakespeare adopted it, as he may have done 
other passages of the play, from some older drama on the story 
of Timon), we have a second couplet at the close of the present 
speech, short as it 1s. 

4. I interpret the words of the Soldier thus: “ By all de- 
scription this should be the place where I am directed to find 
Timon.—Who’s here? speak, ho!— No answer ?— What is 
this? a sepulchral mound of earth! Then Timon is dead, 
who has outstretched his span: and it would almost seem that 
some beast reared this mound, for there does not live a man 
hereabouts to have done so. Yes, he is dead, sure, and this his 
grave,” &c. 


176 STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES [VOL. V- 


5. The lines which Shakespeare makes Alcibiades read in 
the concluding speech of the play, “Here lies a wretched 
corse,’ &c., are found, with the difference of a single word 
(““ wretches” instead of “caitiffs”), in The Life of Antony 
apud North’s Plutarch; but neither in that Life, nor in the 
novel on the subject of Timon in Painter’s Palace of Pleasure, 
— with which also Shakespeare was doubtless acquainted,— 
is there the remotest hint of “an inscription by Timon to 
indicate his death and point to the epitaph on his tomb.” 

6. I think it quite plain that the insculpture on Timon’s 
tomb is in the common language of the country, and that it 
is unintelligible to the Soldier only because he cannot read 
any sort of writing (in the next scene he confesses his “‘poor 
ignorance”). Why should Timon engrave his epitaph in 
characters which were to be deciphered by the learned alone? 


JULIUS CASAR. 
P. 304,—act 1. se. 2. 


<¢<That her wide walls encompass’d but one man ? 
wALus| The early impressions have wadks for ‘ walls’ of the corr. fo. 1632, 
and Mr. Singer, adopting ‘ walls’ (and he could not well avoid it), in 
this instance fairly admits his obligation to the old annotator.”’ 

Mr. Singer ought to have known that the reading “ walls’ 
is found in several editions of Shakespeare published during 
the last century (in Pope’s and in Theobald’s, for instance,— 
which happen to be now lying on my table). 


P. 807,— act 1. se. 2. 


“‘Oasca. He fell down in the market-place, and foamed at mouth, 
and was speechless. 
Bru. ’Vis very like he hath the falling-sickness.”’ 


The second of these speeches is pointed in opposition to 
the sense: it should stand, 


“Tis very like,—he hath the falling-sickness ;” 


for Brutus knew very well that Cesar was subject to that 
disease. Vide North’s Plutarch, p. 719, ed. 1612. 
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P. 310,— act i. se. 3. 
** Cassius, what night is this ?”’ 


Here Mr. Collier wrongly puts an interrogation-point after 
these words; and Mr. Craik, in his English of Shakespeare, 
&c., as erroneously prints 


“What a@ night is this !” 


thinking “the a is plainly indispensable; for surely Casca 
cannot be supposed to ask what day of the month it is. 
What he says can only be understood as an exclamation, 
similar to that of Cinna, ‘What a fearful night is this!’ ” 
p- 114. Of course Casca is uttering an exclamation: but it 
ought to stand, 

“Cassius, what night is this !” 


without the “a” which Mr. Craik interpolates; for in such 
exclamations the article was frequently omitted by our early 
writers: compare Twelfth-Night, act ii. sc. 5, 


“ Fab. What dish o’ poison has she dressed him ! 
Sir To. And with what wing the staniel checks at it !” 


(where, by the by, Mr. Collier silently gives the modern alter- 
ation, “What @ dish of poison has she dressed him!”), and 
Lhe Two Gentlemen of Verona, act i. sc. 2, 


“ What fool is she, that knows I am a maid, 
And would not force the letter to my view !” 


P. 340,—act iii. sc. 1. 


“*¢ Over thy wounds now do I prophesy, 
(Which, like dumb mouths, do ope their ruby lips 
To beg the voice and utterance of my tongue) 
A curse shall light upon the loins of men ; 
Domestic fury, and fierce civil strife, 
Shall cumber all the parts of Italy: 
Blood and destruction shall be so in use, 
And dreadful objects so familiar, 
That mothers shall but smile, when they behold 
Their infants quarter’d with the hands of war, 
All pity chok’d with custom of fell deeds ; 
And Ceesar’s spirit, ranging for revenge, 
With Até by his side, come hot from hell, 
N 
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re a 
1H Shall in these confines, with a monarch’s voice, 

Ory ‘ Havock !’ and let slip the dogs of war,’ &c. 
fii Be A curse shall light upon the uo1ns of men ;] t.e. Upon the generations of 
ti) | mankind: the old reading, from the folios, has been ‘upon the lambes 
| of men,’ which few, but Steevens, have tolerated, and which most have 
denounced as next to nonsense. Hanmer proposed kind, Warburton 
line, and Johnson lives or dymnes—all equally wrong. There can be no 
doubt, among impartial readers, that we have here recovered the true 


word of the poet.” 
| | Mr. Craik, too, in his English of Shakespeare, &c., adopts, 
and prodigally praises, the correction “loms.” But, allowing 
that the old reading “limbs” is wrong — and I am far from 
A defending it—I cannot believe that “loins” is the word which 
i ought to supply its place; for “the los of men” in the sense 
of “the generations of men” is such an expression as we 
should hardly expect to find even in those writers who have 
been the most censured for taking liberties with language. 
(Mr. Collier explains it ‘‘the generations of mankind,” — not 
perceiving that Antony is speaking only of his countrymen, 
as the context shows— “all the parts of Italy’ —and “in 
these confines.”) In short, Johnson’s emendation, “ lives,” 
appears to me much more probable than that of the Ms. Cor- 


| rector. 


} 
| P..3860, — act 1v. sc. 3. 
} s 
it ‘¢¢The enemy, marching along by them, 

7 By them shall make a fuller number up, 

{ Come on refresh’d, new-hearted, and encourag’d,’ &c. 

wie) | | new-HBARTED,| So the corr. fo. 1632, and not ‘new-added,’ as in the older 

1 ° ‘ . : ° 

| and subsequent impressions: we see in the preceding line that Brutus 

contemplated that addition would be made to the force of the enemy, 
and in this line he states that the foe would, in consequence, come on, 
not only ‘refresh’d,’ but ‘new-hearted and encourag’d.’ ‘ New-aided,’ 
which is the Rev. Mr. Dyce’s emendation, is only saying the same thing 
7 over again that appears in the line just above,— 

4 


. ‘By them shall make a fuller number up.’ 

) ‘New-hearted’ is a strong and expressive compound, and, as Mr. Craik 
observes (‘ Engl. of Shakesp.’ p. 260), ‘the very sort of word that one 
would expect to find where it stands in association with ‘refresh’d’ and 


' 
1 
‘encourag d.’ ” 
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1. The word substituted here by the Ms. Corrector, 
“hearted,” bears not the most distant resemblance, either 
in spelling or in sound, to the original word “added ;” from 
which the word substituted by me, “ aided,” differs only in a 
single letter. . 

2. Mr. Collier declares that “‘new-aided’ is only saying 
the same thing over again that appears in the line just above:” 
but how came it to escape him that 


“new-hearted, and encourag’d” 
are synonymous terms ?— 


“To HEART. To encourage; to hearten.” 
Todd’s Johnson’s Dictionary. 

3. Mr. Craik, as his note on the passage shows, was not 
aware of my conjecture “ new-aided ;” though the reader 
would be apt to conclude, from what Mr. Collier says above, 
that it was known to Mr. Craik and had been condemned by 
him,—in which case, let me add (without any disrespect to 
Mr. Craik), I should not have thought the worse of it. 


MACBETH. 
P. 386, —act 1. se. 2. 


“¢¢ And fortune, on his damned quarry smiling,’ Wc. 


damned QUARRY | t.e. Hisarmy doomed, or damned, to become the ‘quarry,’ 
or prey, of his enemies. ‘This is the reading of all the old copies, which 
has been deserted by most editors, although giving an obvious and strik- 
ing meaning, much more forcible than quarrel, which, at Johnson’s in- 
stance, they substituted for ‘quarry.’ It is also amended to quarrel in 
the corr. fo. 1632, the old annotator, or the actor whose word he re- 
peated, perhaps, not understanding ‘quarry’ so applied. Respecting 
‘quarry,’ see Vol. iv. p. 607.” 

On this passage, —in which Mr. Collier has deserted the 
authority of the Ms. Correcter, when he ought to have stuck 
to it, —see the note in my edition of Shakespeare. 


P. 389, —act 1. se. 3. 
“¢¢]’ the shipman’s card to show.’ 


‘To show’ is obtained from the corr. fo. 1632 : the line is imperfect, end- 


) 
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| f "ih ing with ‘card,’ and we may feel sure that we thus recover two words 
HF! Shakespeare wrote, but which had dropped out in the press.” 

it Bs If in this lyric portion of the play the present place were 
Hi | the only one where there is no rhyme, we might suspect that 


Hi | some words had dropped out: but the fact that in four other 
th places we have lines without any rhyme forbids such a sus- 
picion. 


«“ And, like a rat without a tail, 
I'll do, L'il do, Lu do. 
4 2 Witch. Tl give thee a wind.” 
“Yet it shall be tempest-toss’d.— 
y Look what I have. 
ui? 2 Witch. Show me, show me. 
i 1 Witch. Here I have a pilot’s thumb, 
Wreck d,” &e. 
} ‘The weird sisters, hand in hand, 
! Posters of the sea and land, 
Thus do go about, about: 
Thrice to thine, and thrice to mine, 
And thrice again, to make up nine, 
Hit Peace !—the charm’s wound up.” 


P. 399, — act 1. se. 6. 
pj ‘¢ ¢ Where they much breed and haunt, I have observ’d, 
The air is delicate.’ 

/ Where they mucu breed] The folios have ‘Where they must breed,’ but it 
should appear from the corr. fo. 1632 that must was misheard, and there- 
fore misprinted for ‘ much.’” 

| Far preferable surely to the Corrector’s emendation is the 
common modern reading, 

‘Where they most breed and haunt,” &c. 


} 
1 | ' 
P. 402, — act i. se. 7. 


} aS Mach. If we should fail,— 
7 Lady M. We fail ?’ 
,| We fail ?| This is the punctuation of the folios, 1623, 1632, 1664, and 


1685, and in this case, perhaps, we may take it as some evidence of the 
ancient mode of delivering the two words, ‘We fail? interrogatively. 

4q Malone substituted a mark of admiration, ‘ We fail!’ and Steevens pur- 
i 1 | sued the same course. The Rev. Mr. Dyce, who is generally hyper- 
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emphatic upon punctuation, (the importance of which nobody disputes,) 
strangely informs us here that ‘there is in reality no difference’ between a 
note of interrogation and a mark of admiration. He makes a difference 
between them in works he has himself edited —and rightly: at the end 
of his own notes he often places a mark of admiration, and at the end of 
the notes of rival critics a note of interrogation. See particularly the 
first play in his Beaumont and Fletcher, Vol. i. pp. 58, 93, dc. What 
can he mean, too, by not putting a note of admiration after ‘Oh God’ 
in ‘The Scornful Lady’ (iii. 106), and by putting one after ‘Lazarillo, 
thou art happy,’ in ‘The Woman Hater’ (i. 36)? Every editor, however 
careful, and Mr. Dyce is one of the most so, is liable to such mistakes. 
In the instance before us, we purposely place a note of interrogation 
after ‘ We fail,’ following the precedent of old copies, and thinking it 
right to adhere to the practice.” 

Mr. Collier does not state fairly what I said about the 
pointing of the present passage. My words were; “Though 
Mr. Collier makes a distinction between Malone’s punctua- 
tion and his own, there is in reality no difference: whether 
the words be pointed ‘We fail!’ or ‘ We fail?’ (and I much 
prefer the former method), they can only be understood as 
an impatient and contemptuous repetition of Macbeth’s ‘We 
fail,—’”” (Remarks, &c., p. 190),—in which quotation I am 
confident that the unprejudiced reader will discover nothing 
“ strange.” 

Mr. Collier goes on to ask, “what I can mean by not 
putting a note of admiration after ‘Oh God’ in the following 
passage of The Scornful Lady 2” 

“ Mar. For God’s sake, sir, be private in this business ; 

You have undone me else. Oh, God, what have I done ?” 

my answer is—that to have put a note of admiration after 
“Oh, God,” would have been what printers call st¢ff punctua- 
tion ; —the hemistich is half exclamatory, half mterrogatory, 
and the interrogation-point at the end of the line is sufficient. 
Next, Mr. Collier wishes to know “ why I put a note of admi- 
ration after ‘ Lazarillo, thou art happy,’ in this passage of The 
Woman Hater 2” 

“Laz. Lazarilo, thou art happy! thy carriage hath begot love, 
and that love hath brought forth fruits,” &c, &e. 
and I reply that I did so (as, I believe, the preceding editors had 
done) to indicate the excessive self-gratulation of the speaker. 
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So much for what Mr. Collier terms my “ mistakes” im 
punctuation ; — “every editor is lable to such mistakes” ! 
(Here unquestionably the note of admiration finds its pro- 


per place.) 


P, 408, — act 11 sc. 2. 
‘‘“¢ Making the green one red.’ 
This is the punctuation of the corr. fo. 1632, in which the comma after 


‘one’ (found in all the old copies) is struck out. In the same way, in 
Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘Maid in the Mill’ (edit. Dyce, ix. 280), 


Otrante ought to say— 
‘How I freeze together, 


And am one ice ;’ 
but all editors, including the last, have allowed the last hemistich to 


remain, 
‘And am on ice,’ 


as if Otrante had meant, not that he freezed together and was ‘ one ice,’ 
but merely that he stood upon ice. How injurious this course is to the 
force of the passage need not be shown.” 

Here at least Mr. Collier proposes a highly probable cor- 
rection: but let me say in excuse of the editors of Beaumont 
and Fletcher, that they supposed “ on ice” might be a similar 
expression to “on fire,” and that, as those poets in The Cus- 
tom of the Country, act i. sc. 2, had written “Jam all on fire,” 
so Fletcher and his coadjutor (W. Rowley) might have writ- 
ten in The Maid in the Mill “ And am on ice.” 


act 11. sc. 2. 


P. 421, 
‘¢< But let the eternal frame of things disjoint, 

Both the worlds suffer, 

Ere we will eat,’ &c. 
But let the nrmrnau frame of things disjoint,| ‘ Eternal’ is from the corr. 
fo. 1632, and it cures an obvious defect in the line, though it still leaves 
what follows a hemistich, as possibly the poet intended: at all events 
one error is remedied, and we are not therefore required to read, as the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce recommends, the whole as a single line of thirteen syl- 
lables—a course that we think few ears could be reconciled to, and which 
he himself opposes in his ‘ Remarks,’ p. 211.” 


1. When Mr. Collier says that “ few ears could be recon- 
ciled to” a line of thirteen syllables here, he is evidently not 
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speaking of himself; for he has reconciled his own ears to lines 
of that length in other places of this very tragedy: e.g. 
“Mark Antony’s was by Cesar. He chid the sisters,” 
p. 418, act iii. se. lL. 
“Tn our last conference ; pass’d in probation with you,” 
Ibid. 
“The fits o’ the season. I dare not speak much farther :” 
p. 438, act iv. se. 2. 
“Tn an imperial charge. But I shall crave your pardon :” 
p. 442, act iv. se. 3. 
“Be like our warranted quarrel Why are you silent ?” 
p. 445, act iv. se. 2. 
2. When Mr. Collier states that “I am opposed in my 
Remarks, p. 211, to lines of thirteen syllables,’ he forgets 
that I there objected, not to a line of thirteen syllables (which 
an editor cannot always get rid of), but to one of seventeen 
(or at least, sixteen) syllables (in a passage where it may be 
got rid of),—to his having printed in Hamlet, act in. sc. 1, 
“ Affront Ophelia: her father, and myself (lawful espials)” 
instead of 
“ Affront Ophelia : 
Her father, and myself (lawful espials)” 
(which arrangement Mr. Collier has adopted in his present 
edition, observing in a note, “ At the instance of the Rev. Mr. 
Dyce we have placed ‘ Affront Ophelia’ in a line by itself.’”) 


P. 427,—act iti. sc. 4. In a note on “ If trembling [I in- 
habit,” &c., Mr. Collier says: 
‘¢In Middleton’s ‘Blurt Master Constable,’ the Rev. Mr. Dyce per- 


mitted a misprint of the word ‘inhabit’ to escape him: it is where the 
Page, having inquired where the Constable lives, tells his master, 


‘The officious gentleman inherits here.’ 


‘Inhabits here’ must be right, and inherits must have been misheard for 
it. See Middleton’s Works, i. 237. The Constable did not eherit, but 
‘inhabit’ the house.” 

I am by no means convinced that the old copy is wrong: 
the Page is sufficiently affected in his language; and “inhe- 
rits here’ may mean “has his family mansion here.” 


lla - SO a ee ae oo ss ery . 
* $) tag 2 EO re ERT RR Re oy GT TE SN nn he ina oar — 


STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES 


** * Rebellion’s head, rise never, till the wood 
Of Birnam rise,’ &c. 


i i] P. 485,—act iv. se. 1. 
i 


| In all the old copies it is Rebellious dead, and Theobald altered dead to 
ny 4 ‘head,’ quite as incontrovertibly as the old corrector of our folio, 1632, 
| amends febelliows to ‘ Rebellion’s,’ personifying Rebellion, and adding 
much force to the passage. Mr. Singer admits it to be ‘ quite evident’ 
that ‘ Rebellion’s’ is right ; but he has been the first editor who has ever 
said so, and he found it in our corr. fo. 1632, although he maintains his 
| usual silence as to the source of the emendation. How much trouble 
7d and annoyance he might have saved himself on many occasions, if he 
| had but subjoined to what he was compelled to borrow, the words ‘ corr. 

3 fo. 1632.’ He could not hope that any reader of his edition would im- 
| pute the emendations to him: yet he runs that risk, sometimes almost 
as if he wished it.” 

Another of the notes in which Mr. Collier, while railing 
at Mr. Singer, only exposes his own want of acquaintance 
with the modern editions of Shakespeare: — Hanmer printed 
“ Rebellion’s head,” &c. 


P, 440, — act iv. se. 38. 
‘Thou liest, thou shag-ear’d villain.” 


Though nothing can be plainer than that “shag-ear’d”’ is 
i} a mistake for the very common epithet, “ shag-hair’d” (“ hair” 
being formerly often written “hear” —and “ shag-hear’d”’ 
} having been corrupted into “ shag-ear’d’”’) ,—Mr. Collier “ de- 
t clines” to alter it. In my Remarks, &c., p. 201, I observed 
. that “ King Midas, after his decision in favour of Pan, is the 
| only human being on record to whom the epithet ‘shag- 
7 eared’ could be applied ;”’ and, doubtless in consequence of 
| | | that observation, Mr. Collier now makes a truly unfortunate 
] attempt to defend the old text by telling us that “‘ shag-ear’d 
1} villain’ is a villain who is shaggy about the ears, by reason of 
his long hair.’ 


P. 454, 


i ** Cleanse the stuff’d bosom of that perilous grief, 
Which weighs upon the heart ? 


act v. sc. 3. 


Cleanse the sturK’D bosom of that perilous erier,| In our former edition 
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we suggested that the error in this line was to be found in the last word 
of it ; and since then we have met with a confirmation of the opinion in 
the corr. fo. 1632, where stuf is erased and ‘ grief’ written in the place 
of it: ‘grief’ and stuf might be mistaken, and certain we are that 
‘ grief’ is a vastly better reading than stuff. The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Few 
Notes,’ p. 128) collects many passages in which the same word is appa- 
rently purposely repeated, but we are confident that neither they, nor as 
many more (which might be readily accumulated) would satisfy a judi- 
cious and impartial reader with stuf’, in opposition to ‘grief.’ Hven 
Mr. Dyce mistrusts his own evidence, as he well may, and begs ‘ not to 
be understood to maintain positively the integrity of the old text.’ ” 


Mr. Collier cites here (very imperfectly indeed) the sent- 
ence with which I commenced my remarks on the present 
passage, because it favours his own views; but he suppresses 
the sentence with which I concluded those remarks, because 
it has an opposite tendency ; 

“Tt may be asked if the Manuscript-corrector’s alteration 
does not introduce a great impropriety of expression, — 
‘ CLEANSE the bosom of GRiEY’ ?” 


P, 455,—act v. sc. 38. 
*¢¢ What rhubarb, senna,’ dc. 
‘Senna’ is misprinted cyme in the folios, and Rowe corrected it to 
‘senna.’ The Rev. Mr. Dyce tells us (‘ Remarks,’ p. 201) that the ‘ Rates 
of Merchandizes’ (where he found the entry of napless fustians, errone- 
ously taken by him to mean ‘ Naples fustians,’ see Vol. iv. p. 637) con- 
tains no such drug as cyme.; we should have been astonished if it had.” 


Here again I have to convict Mr. Collier of misrepre- 
sentation,—or of something more. 
Mr. Knight having expressed some doubts about the word 
“ senna’ in this passage, I observed: “he | Mr. Knight] may 
rest satisfied that ‘senna’ is right: the long list of drugs in 
The Rates of Marchandizes, &c., furnishes no other word for 
which cyme could possibly be a misprint.” 
Mr. Collier therefore has transformed 
“furnishes no other word for which cyme could possibly be a 
misprint” 
into 
“ contains no such drug as cyme.” 
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HAMLET. 
P. 491,—act i. se. 3. 


“¢¢ And they in France, of the best rank and station, 
Are of a most select and generous choice in that.’ 


cHoIcE] ‘Choice’ was formerly not unfrequently spelt choise, and the use 
of the long s led to the misprinting of ‘ choice,’ first chiefe, and afterwards 
chef, which puzzled all commentators. The corr. fo. 1632 substitutes 
‘choice,’ and the whole difficulty is removed, for Polonius says that the 
French are ‘ of a most select and generous choice’ in all matters relating 
to dress. The same blunder of printing chiefe for ‘ choice’ is committed, 
and undetected, in the comedy of ‘The Widow’ (Dyce’s Beaumont and 
Fletcher, iv. 350), where the line 


‘The word of words, the precious chief, i’ faith,’ 


is mere nonsense, the meaning being that of a ‘ precious choice’ word. 
No wonder, therefore, that the Rev. Editor, in his ‘Remarks,’ p. 206, is 
so strongly in favour of chief (though entirely ungrammatical) in this 
passage in ‘Hamlet.’ In the edition of Sydney’s ‘ Astrophil and Stella,’ 
1591, which was very hastily brought out, the error of chiefest for 
‘choicest’ is more than once apparent.” 


1. The passage of The Widow is this ; 
“Val. What’s that, good, sweet, sir? 
First Swit. A thing that never fail’d me. 
Val. Good sir, what ? 
Furst Suit. I heard our counsellor speak a word of comfort, 
Inwita voluntate ; ha, that’s he, wench, 
The word of words, the precious CHIEF, i’ faith! 
Val. Invita voluntate ! what's the meaning, sir ? 
First Suit. Nay, there I leave you; but assure you thus much, 
IT never heard him speak that word i’ my life, 
But the cause went on’s side, that I mark’d ever :” 


and it seems almost incredible that Mr. Collier should sevi- 
ously propose to alter “ chief” to “choice,” — “the meaning 
being that of a ‘ precious choice’ word.” 

The Suitor, in his ignorance, is evidently speaking of “ in- 
vita voluntate” as facile princeps verborum. 

2. Though Mr. Collier states that I am “strongly in favour 
of chief in this passage of Hamlet,’’ he does not state how I 
wished the line to stand in other respects, viz. thus, 
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“ Are most select and generous chief in that,” 


instead of 
“ Are of a most select and generous chief in that.” 


Mr. Collier’s declaration that “chief” is “entirely un- 
grammatical” is only an additional evidence (see ante, p. 34) 
of his not knowing that adjectives were often used adverbially 
in Shakespeare’s days. 

(“ Although we printed the original line in our former 
editions, we adopt now the reading of Mr. Dyce [‘ Are most 
select and generous, chief in that’],” &c. Mr. Knieur ad 1.) 


P. 510,—act 11. sc. 2. 
“¢¢ Assure you, my good liege, 
I hold my duty, as I hold my soul, 
Both to my God, one to my gracious king,’ We. 
ong to my gracious king :| The folio prints one for ‘and’ of the 4tos, and 
probably rightly.” 
The attempts which have been made to attach a meaning 
to the error of the folio, ‘‘ one to my gracious king,” &c., have 
proved, as might be expected, utterly unsuccessful. 


P. 514,— act 1. sc. 2. 


<¢¢ You know, sometimes he walks for hours together, 
Here in the lobby.’ 


ror hours together,| The old copies have ‘fowr hours together,’ but no 
doubt misprinted : it is not likely that Polonius would specify precisely 
how long Hamlet walked in the lobby, and the corr. fo. 1632 tells us to 
read ‘for hours together’ as in our text.” 


See p. 14 of the present volume. 


P. 549,—act 11. se. 2. 
<¢ ¢ Mis now the very witching time of night, 
When churchyards yawn, and hell itself breathes out 
Contagion to this world: now could I drink hot blood, 
And do such bitter business as the day 
Would quake to look on.’ 


And do such BrvrEr business as the day] In the 4tos. the epithet ‘bitter’ 
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] | | is applied to ‘ day,’ not to ‘ business.’ The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Few Notes,’ 
bie |! p- 141) would read etter for ‘ bitter,’ and, like the 4tos, would apply the 

epithet, not to ‘business,’ but to ‘day,’ quoting as his authority Milton’s 
i “Hail, holy light !’ His perversion of Shakespeare’s text seems to us 
iy about upon a par with his conversion of Milton’s address to the sun ; 
. Hi for nothing less applicable could easily have been pointed out. Surely 
fai “bitter business,’ in Hamlet’s state of mind, requires no forced explana- 
tion.” 


| Here Mr. Collier writes ignorantly,—to say nothing of 
Hf his mistake in supposing that Milton’s “ Hail, holy light !?? 
(Par. Lost, iii. 1) is, or could be, a portion of Satan’s “ad- 
a dress to the sun” (Par. Lost, iv. 32). 
j Though in my recent edition of Shakespeare I have pre- 
4) ferred printing, with the folio,— 
‘And do such bitter business as the day 
Would quake to look on,”— 
I certainly cannot allow that the amended lection of the quar- 
tos, which I formerly advocated,— 
“And do such business as the better day 
Would quake to leok on,” 


is to be regarded as indefensible, — far from it; and I tran- 
| scribe, for the benefit of Mr. Collier, the following remark by 
) a critic of no mean taste and learning :— 
| “‘ How this reading 
l\ [‘ And do such business as the bitter day 
Would quake to look on,’] 


could have been permitted to stand [in the Variorum Shake-— 
le speare| we cannot think. The word is ‘better.’ ‘The better 
| | day’ is opposed to ‘the witching time of night.’ It is the 
| tepov Hap of Homer, Il. 6.66.” Gentleman’s Magazine for 
I | Feb. 1845, p. 125. 
(I well remember that John Kemble—whose performance 
i ' of the Prince of Denmark is among the most vivid recollec- 
| | | tions of my youth—invariably delivered the passage thus, 
i ) “ And do such business as the better day 
; Would quake to look on.” 
See Hamlet, revised by J. P. Kemble, 1814, p. 51.) 
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P. 551,—act iii. se. 3. 


«But, oh! what form of prayer 
Can serve my turn? Forgive me my foul murder !— 
That cannot be; since I am still possess’d 
Of those effects for which I did the murder, 
My crown, mine own ambition, and my queen. 
May one be pardon’d, and retain th’ offence ? 
In the corrupted currents of this world, 
Offence’s gilded hand may shove by justice, 
And oft ’tis seen, the wicked purse itself 
Buys out the law; but ’tis not so above,’ &c. 


And oft ’tis seen, the wicked PURSE itself 

Buys out the law ;| For ‘purse’ of the corr. fo. 1632, the old copies 
read prize: there cannot be a doubt on the propriety of the emendation 
of an error, which perhaps arose from the use of short-hand in transcrib- 
ing the words, ‘ purse’ and prize being spelt with the same letters.” 


The senselessness of this alteration is not to be exceeded. 

“The wicked prize” is equivalent to “the thing acquired 
by wicked means,’ —as, in the speaker’s own case, was the 
crown which he had obtained by committing a murder. 


P. 553, —act iii. se. 4: 
** ¢T’ll sconce me even here.’ 

This is the reading of the corr. fo. 1632, and there is no doubt that it is 
right. It has also been suggested by Mr. Hunter, we are sure, without 
any knowledge on his part that the emendation had been made in the 
corr. fo. 1632: the proposal of Mr. Hunter was, most likely, ofan earlier 
date than that of the publication of our Vol. of ‘ Notes and Emenda- 
tions.’ Mr. Singer adopts the change, referring only to Mr. Hunter as 
his authority,” &c. 


In this note Mr. Collier is so occupied with “the corr. fo. 
16382,” “ Mr. Hunter,’ and “ Mr. Singer,” that he does not 
mention the reading of the old editions,—“ ll silence me even 
here. 7 

Hanmer printed “T’ll sconce me,” &c. 


P. 580, —act lv. se. 7. 


‘*Tf he be now return’d,— 
As liking not his voyage, and that he means 
No more to undertake it,—I will work him,” &c. 
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Collier without any remark) is that of the undated quarto, of 
mi | the quarto 1611, &c.: but it is far less spirited and far less 
i / Shakesperian than that of the folio, “ As checking at his voy- 
age :”’—-which same reading is undoubtedly to be detected in 
the corruption of the quarto 1604, “As the king at his voy- 


Tint 
HH if The reading “ As liking not his voyage” (adopted by Mr. 
\# ' ; 
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iP P. 587,—act vy. se. 1. 
“¢ Go, get thee to yon; fetch me a stoop of liquor.’ 


| j Go, get thee to yon;] So the corr. fo. 1632, and it is as much as to say, 

‘Go, get thee to yon alehouse; fetch me a jug of liquor.’ We must 

suppose the alehouse understood, and pointed to by the 1 Clown. It is 

misprinted in the folio, 1623, ‘Go, get thee to Yaughan,’ and in our first 

if edition we suggested that Yaughan might be a misunderstood stage- 

ii direction for the 1 Clown to yawn, and possibly it was so; but we accept 
the emendation which presents itself in the corr. fo. 1632. ‘To Yaughan’ 
was not comprehended in the 4tos, for there the text only is, ‘Go, get 
thee in.’ ”” 


1. The Ms. Corrector is fortunate in such an expositor as 
Mr. Collier; without whom we certainly never should have 
. \ | guessed that “get thee to yon” is equivalent to “get thee to 
you alehouse.” 

2. As to Mr. Collier’s conjecture that ‘“ Yaughan may be 
| a misunderstood stage-direction for the 1 Clown to yawn,” I 
| still think (see my Remarks, &c., p. 218) that it would do 
honour to Martinus Scriblerus himself. 


P. 594,—act v. se. l. 
“<< Kong. This is mere madness : 
And thus a while the fit will work on him. 
Queen. Anon, as patient as the female dove, 
When that her golden couplets are disclos’d, 
7 His silence will sit drooping.’ 
yh This is mere madness :| This whole speech in the folio, 1623, is, by some 
i! | gross blunder, given to the King. In the corr. fo. 1632, the two first 
lines of it are properly continued to him, and the three last, naturally 
enough, assigned to the Queen. We have adopted this judicious arrange- 


ment,” 


VOL. V. | OF MR. COLLIER’S SHAKESPEARE. 191 


Nothing can be more unnatural than this “ arrangement.” 
The five lines evidently belong to the same speaker, viz. the 
QurEN ; to whom they are properly assigned in the quartos,— 
a fact which, for some reason or other, Mr. Collier has not 
divulged. 


P. 599, —act v. sc. 2. 


ES indeed, to speak feelingly of him, he is the card or 
calendar of gentry, for you shall find in him the continent of what part 
a gentleman would see. 

Ham. Sir, his definement suffers no perdition in you; though, I 
know, to divide him inventorily would dizzy the arithmetic of memory ; 
and yet but raw neither, in respect of his quick sale.’ 


to speak PHELINGLY of him,| So all the 4tos. but that of 1604, which 
has seldingly ; and seldingly may very possibly be right, in connexion not 
only with ‘inventorily,’ but with ‘sale,’ as we venture to print it, not 
saul as always hitherto given: the reference is to the value, and speedy 
‘sale’ of the qualifications of Laertes.” 


1. Here “to speak feelingly”’ is, as Caldecott explains it, 
“to speak with insight and intelligence.’ — Mr. Collier’s 
strange fancy that “sellingly may very possibly be right” 
was suggested by a note of Steevens. 

2. In the second of these speeches Mr. Collier adds a new 
corruption (“sale’’) to the old ones, and introduces a dreadful 
confusion of metaphors,—not choosing even to mention that 
(in my Remarks, &c., p. 220) I gave the following emendation 
of the passage, which, I firmly believe, restores the language 
of Shakespeare ; 

“Sir, his definement suffers no perdition in you; though, I 
know, to divide him inventorially would dizzy the arithmetic of 
memory, and @ but yaw neither, in respect of his quick sail,”— 


“yaw” being the reading of the quarto 1604.—“To yaw (as 
a ship), huc illuc vacillare, capite nutare.’? Coles’s Dict. 

(Mr. Knight, in his later editions, has adopted “yaw” at 
my suggestion.) 


P. 602,— act v. sc. 2. Ina note on the words “such a 
kind of gain-giving’”’ Mr. Collier observes ; 
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“It is singular that this word, ‘ gain-giving,’ should not have led the 
Rey. Mr. Dyce to understand that in ‘The Pilgrim,’ A. v. sc. 3 (Beau- 
mont and Fletcher, viii. 79), the word ‘gainful’ should be taken as 
against-full or opposite, where Julietta tells the Keeper, 

‘You will find him gainful, but be sure you curb him,’ 
she means you will find him resist you, but be sure you control him. 
There can be no doubt about it.” 

On the passage of The Pilgrim, the note in my edition 
stands thus; 

“ gainful] ‘i.e. wayward, resty, &c.’ Sympson.—‘T have 
never met with this word in that sense, but it commonly 
means lucrative, and that is the obvious meaning in this pass- 
age. Julictta tells the Master, that he will find Alphonso a 
profitable patient; but conjures him to curb him, notwith- 
standing his rank.’ Mason,— WHOSE INTERPRETATION OF THE 
WORD IS EVIDENTLY AT VARIANCE WITH THE ConTEXxT.—‘ The 
A. S. ge-winful, (gainful,) is, striving, labouring or contend- 
ing for; and thus, in Beaum. and Fletch., may signify, full 
of strife, contention or resistance.’ Richardson’s Dict. in v. 
Gain.” 

Though it is impossible that any one, however obtuse, 
could read this note without seeing that I cited approvingly 
Richardson’s explanation of “ gainful,’ yet Mr. Collier now 
has the effrontery to state that I did not understand the 
meaning of “gainful ;’? and he then proceeds to give an ea- 
planation of it agreeing exactly with that which I cited from 


Richardson. 


P. 605,—act v. se. 2. 
‘¢ Ham. Oh villainy !—How ? let the door be lock’d! 
Treachery ! seek it out.” 
Read, by all means, “ Ho! \et the door be lock’d!” 
(See p. 67 of the present volume.) 


P. 609, — act v. sc. 2. 


- “Take up the body.—Such a sight as this 
Becomes the field, but here shows much amiss.” 


In this passage Mr. Collier most improperly prints, with 
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the folio, “ Take up the body,” instead of adopting the read- 
ing of the quartos, 1604, &c., “Take up the Jodies,’’ — the 
bodies of Hamlet, the King, the Queen, and Laertes; which 
bodies are manifestly alluded to in what immediately follows, 
“ Such a sight as this,” &c. 


KING LEAR. 
P. 620,—act 1. se. 1. 
Ba aNow, cunloy, 
Although our last, and least ; to whose young love,’ &c. 


Although our last, and least ;| In this line, and to the end of the speech, 
we follow the folio: the 4tos. read thus :— 


‘ Although the last, not least in our dear love,’ &e. 
In the corr. fo. 1632, we are told to read ‘ Although our last, not least,’ 
&c., but we make no change.” 
Qy. what does Mr. Collier understand by “Although our 
last, and least?’ ? 


P. 637,— act i. se. 4 
*¢ * Fool. Sirrah, you were best take my coxcomb. 
Lear. Why, my boy ? 
fool. Why? For taking one’s part that’s,’ &c. 
Why, my boy ?| In the folio, this question is put into Lear’s mouth: in 
the 4tos, it is given to Kent, in the words ‘ Why, fool?” 
Mr. Staunton, who prints here, 
“ Kent. Why, fool ?” 


remarks, ‘This interrogatory, in the form of, ‘Why, my 
boy?’ is given in the folio to Lear; but, as Mr. Dyce ob- 
serves, it is plain that the Fool addresses the King for the 
first time, when he says, ‘ How now, nuncle!’ ” 

In the third of these speeches Mr. Collier adheres to the 
faulty punctuation of the folio, instead of “ Why, for taking 
one’s part that’s,” &c. (See ante, p. 35.) 


P. 665,— act 1. se. 4. 


««¢ Thy tender-hearted nature,’ &c. 
O 


oem or 
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In our first edition we suggested, that ‘tender-hested’ of the 4tos. and 
‘tender-hefted’ of the folios, were mere misprints for ‘ tender-hearted :’ 
such is precisely the emendation made in the corr. fo. 1632, and such is 
the change deliberately adopted by Mr. Singer ; who, however, does not 
say one word regarding our proposal in 18438, nor the alteration in the 
corr. fo. 1632 announced in 1853. This therefore is an instance (unin- 
tentional we would fain say) of a double misappropriation : Mr. Singer 
authoritatively declares for ‘ tender-hearted,’ as if it were his own un- 
aided discovery.” 

In “this mstance of a double misappropriation” Mr, Col- 
her is mistaken,—as he generally 1s in such charges: for here 
at least Mr, 8. stole neither from Mr. Collier nor from the 
Ms. Corrector ; when he printed “‘ tender-hearted,’’ he adopted 
a lection which, it was notorious, had been given by his pre- 
decessors Rowe and Pope. 


act 11. se. 4. 


P. 666, 


“To be a comrade with the wolf, and howl 
Necessity’s sharp pinch.” 


In his note on this passage Mr. Collier remarks ; 


‘¢ There is a remarkable instance of the wrong insertion of the aspirate 
in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘Custom of the Country’ (Dyce’s edit. iv. 
p- 410) where the old printer composed ‘ me high’ for my eye, the blunder 


Cer 92 


having been repeated in every impression from 1647 to 1857. 


The alteration made here in the text, “howl,” and the 
alteration proposed in the note, “my eye,” —both equally 
monstrous, — have been already touched on: see p. 6 of the 
present volume. 


P. 671,— act il. se. 1. 


“¢¢ Albany and Cornwall ; 
Who have (as who have not, that their great stars 
Thron’d and set high ?) servants, who seem no less, 
Which are to France the spies and spectators 
Intelligent of our state,’ &c. 


Which are to France the spies and spnctators] ‘Spectators’ is the word 
substituted in the corr. fo. 1632 for speculations of the old copies. Spe- 
culations cannot well on any account be right, while ‘ spectators’ com- 
pletes both meaning and metre: of course the emphasis in ‘ spectators’ 
must not here be placed on the second syllable.” 
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As the Ms. Corrector most erroneously alters in Love’s 
Labour’s lost, act v. se. 2, 


“Arm, wenches, arm! encounters mounted are 
Against your peace,” 
to 
“ Arm, wenches, arm! encounferers mounted are 
Against your peace ;” 


in Richard IT., act ii. sc. 8, 


“To rouse his wrongs, and chase them to the bay,” 
to 
“To rouse his wrongers, chase them to the bay ;” 


(and yet in Antony and Cleopatra, act ii. sc. 2, 


‘And have my learning from some true reports 
That drew their swords with you,” 


does not alter “reports” to “reporters”),—so here he most 
erroneously substitutes ‘“ spectators’ for “ speculations ;” and, 
to make the matter more laughable, Mr. Collier seriously 
tells us that the substituted word is to be pronounced “ spéc- 
tators.” 

In all these four passages, by a usage not uncommon with 
poets, the abstract is put for the concrete, — “ encounters’ for 
“encounterers,” “wrongs” for “wrongers,” “reports”? for 
“reporters,” and “ speculations” for “ speculators.” 


P. 690,— act iii. se. 7. 


“*énor thy fierce sister 


In his anointed flesh rash boarish fangs.’ 


RASH boarish fangs.| Thus the 4tos: the folio poorly reads ‘ stick boarish 
fangs.’ Steevens observes, that to ‘rash’ is the old hunting term for 
the stroke made by the wild boar with his fangs or tusks. In ‘ Richard 
III.’ Vol. iv. p. 282, we have this line: 
‘He dreamt the boar had rased off his helm :’ 
‘ Rased’ is there to be taken for the same word as rashed; and in Spen- 
P 

ser’s * Hairy Queen,’ B. v. c. 3, we find the expression ‘rashing off helms.’ 
Other examples can hardly be required.” 


Steevens’s explanation of ‘rash, and the passages of 
Richard 11. and the Fairy Queen, oaly make it quite evi- 
dent how very injudiciously the reading, “rash boarish 
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fangs,” is preferred by Mr. Collier. ‘It is. observable,” 
says Gifford, “with what accuracy Shakespeare has corrected 
the old quarto of King Lear, which read, 


‘nor thy fierce sister 
In his anointed flesh vash boarish fangs,’ 


3 


for which he has properly given, ‘ stick boarish fangs.’” Jon- 


son’s Works, uu. 1538. 
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Vor VI. 


OTHELLO. 
P. 23,— act 1. se. 3. 
‘¢¢ And prays you to believe him.’ 


In our former impression we mentioned the suggestion of the Rev. Mr. 
Barry that we should read ‘ And prays you to relieve him.’ Mr. Singer 
adopts the change, as if it were his own,” &c. 

The “change” was proposed many many years ago: see 
Capell’s Notes, &c., vol. 1. p. 189. 


P. 40,— act ii. se. 1. 


NI UTES Alas.! she has no speech. 
Jago. In faith, too much ; 
I find it still, when I have lust to sleep,’ &c. 


when I have uust to sleep :| i.e. When I have desire to sleep: ‘lust’ is 
from the corr. fo. 1632, but formerly we printed ‘ when I have leave 
to sleep,’ as it stands in the folio, 1623, the meaning of which the Rev. 
Mr. Dyce professes not to understand: ‘ when I have leave to sleep’ has 
nothing to do with /eve, lefe, or lerf, as he strangely supposes, but merely 
means ‘when I have permission to sleep.’ ” 

Misrepresentation again. My remark was; “When Mr. 
Collier adopted the reading of the folio, ‘leave,’ what mean- 
ing did he attach to it? did he suppose it to be only another 
form of ‘leve,’ ‘leef, or ‘lef, (a word which, I apprehend, 
was never used as a substantive)? The reading of the quarto, 
1622, ‘list’ (adopted by the other modern editors) is clearly 
the true one.” Remarks, &c., p. 237.— Mr. Collier would 
have done more wisely if he had said nothing about his having 
formerly printed “leave:’ the explanation which he now 
gives, ““when I have permission to sleep,” makes Iago talk 
sheer nonsense. 


P. 46,— act u. se. I. 


*¢¢Tf this poor brach of Venice, whom I trash 
For his quick hunting,’ &c. 


Tf this poor BRacH of Venice, whom I trasu]| So the corr. fo. 1632, and 
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so far it agrees with Warburton’s suggestion to substitute ‘ brach’ for 
trash of the old copies. . . nevertheless the Rev. Mr. Dyce is for 
trash, instead of ‘ brach,’ against, as we think, the most evident proba- 
bility : see ‘ Remarks,’ p. 237.” 


In 1843 Mr. Collier wrote thus: 


“¢ Warburton, with some plausibility, would alter ‘trash’ to drach . . 
but, as we find ‘trash’ in two of the old copies (not printed from each 
other), we may presume that it is to be taken to refer to the worthless- 
ness of Roderigo.”’ 


So, the reading “drach,” which, when he knew it only as 
Warburton’s, was considered by Mr. Collier to have merely 
“some plausibility,” is now unhesitatingly adopted by him, 
against the authority of all the old copies, because he finds 
it in “the corr. fo. 1632.”? But though Mr. Collier has so 
remarkably changed his mind about “¢rash,” I still believe 
it to be the true reading ; 


“Tf this poor trash of Venice whom I trash,” &e. 


Steevens observes that, in act v. sc. 1, Bianca is called “ this 
trash ; and that “it is scarce necessary to support the jingle 
of the word trash by examples, it is so much in our author’s 
manner, although his worst.’ 


P. 58,— act 1. se. 3. 
“¢¢ And passion, having my best judgment quelled, 
Assays to lead the way.’ 

It is collied for ‘quelled’ in the folio, and cool’d in the 4tos. It has been 
usual to take coldied in the sense of blackened or darkened, but nobody 
has rashly advocated the claims of cool’d. ‘Quelled,’ i.e. subdued or 
conquered, is precisely the word wanted, and we find it in the margin of 
the corr. fo. 1632. In our former edition we conjectured that ‘ quelled’ 
might be the language of the poet; and it is to be remarked that, if 
short-hand were employed in obtaining the copy of ‘ Othello’ for the 
publisher, the very same letters which spell ‘quelled’ would also spell 
collied and even cool’d. See ‘Macbeth,’ A. v. sc. 5, Vol. v. p. 457, where, 
for the same reason, ‘ quail’d’ has always been misprinted cool’d.” 

1. The verb ‘ colly” (formerly very common) is used by 
Shakespeare in Midsummer-Night’s Dream, act i. se. 1, 


“Brief as the lightning in the colhed night.” 


2. To quell (as Mr. Singer observes, Shakespeare Vindi- 
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cated, &c., p. 283) is never used by our poet in any other 
sense than that of killing or exterminating. 

3. Mr. Collier does not scruple to defend the lection 
“quelled” by observing that “if short-hand were employed 
in obtaining the copy of ‘ Othello’ for the publisher, the very 
same letters which spell ‘quelled’ would also spell collied:’ 
yet no one knows better than Mr. Collier that the Othello of 
the folio, 1623, which has the reading “ collied,” was beyond 
all doubt printed from a transcript belonging to the theatre, and 
that in stage-copies of plays (whether intended for the use of 
the prompter or of the actors) short-hand was never employed. 


P. 68,— act 111. sc. 3. 


“ “suspects, yet fondly loves.’ 


It is ‘yet strongly loves’ in both the 4tos, and ‘soundly loves’ in the 
folio, 1623, though some modern editors assert that it is ‘ fondly loves.’ 
This is a mistake, yet there is little or no doubt that soundly was a mis- 
print for ‘fondly :’ the emendation in the corr. fo. 1632 is ‘fondly’ for 
soundly, and Mr. Singer’s folio, 1632, fortunately has the same altera- 
tion. We do not hesitate, therefore, to print ‘fondly loves.’ ” 


The two Ms. Correctors and Mr. Collier must have for- 
gotten what King Henry says to the Princess Katharine ; 

“QO fair Katharine, if you will Jove me soundly with your French 
heart, I will be glad to hear you confess it brokenly with your 
English tongue.” King Henry V., act v. sc. 2. 


P. 108,— act iv. se. 3. 
‘“heaven me such uses send,”’ &e. 
The latter part of Mr. Collier’s note on these words is ; 


“¢TIn Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Knight of Malta’ (Dyce’s edit. v. 185) 
there is a strange error in the old copies, which has been allowed to dis- 
figure all subsequent impressions, where Montferrat addresses Zanthia 
as ‘ Thou sinful wsher,’ when the correct reading must be, ‘Thou sinful 
issue.’ ‘Issue’ was misheard wsher, for there is not the slightest pretext 
for calling the heroine an wsher ; and how so many editors could have 
passed over the nonsense is inexplicable.” 


The “many editors” of Beaumont and Fletcher left the 
word “usher” unaltered, because they understood the speech 
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in which it occurs (the speech of Gomera, not of Montferrat, 


as Mr. Collier calls it) ;— 
‘Ha! 


Are you there too? nay, then, I spy a villany 

I never dream’d of yet: thou sinful wsher, 

Bred from that rottenness, thou bawd to mischief, 

Do you blush through all your blackness ? will not that hide it?” 


From the context Mr. Collier might have learned that “ usher?’ 
was the genuine reading. 

(In this passage Mr. W. N. Lettsom proposes an altera- 
tion: ‘usher,’ ”’ he observes to me, “is right; but we should 
read ‘ sin’s foul usher,’ sin being the rottenness spoken of im- 
mediately afterwards.’’) 


P. 117,— act v. se. 2. 


£u¢ Des. But while I say one prayer. 
Oth. It is too late. | He stifles her. 
Des. Oh Lord, Lord, Lord! 
Limil. [Within.| My lord, my lord! what ho! my lord, my 
lord !’ 
Oh Lord, Lord, Lord /| These exclamations are only in the 4to, 1622.” 


In my Remarks on Mr. Collier’s first edition of Shake- 
speare, p. 242, I protested against the insertion of “ Oh Lord, 
Lord, Lord,’ as having been most probably foisted into the 
text by the players, — as disgustingly vulgar, instead of terri- 
ble or pathetic,—and as being rendered not a little comic by 
the words which immediately follow ; 


“My lord, my lord ! what ho! my Jord, my lord !” 


But my protest against this insertion appears to have had 
no other effect than to make Mr. Collier the more deter- 
mined to retain it. 


ANTONY AND CLEOPATRA. 
P. 134,— act 1. se. 1. 


**¢ Perform’t, or else we damn thee.’ 


The corr. fo. 1632 alters ‘damn’ to doom; and although ‘ damn’ certainly 
sounds rather coarsely in the mouth of Cleopatra, and would have done 
so even in the time of Shakespeare,” &c. Wc. 
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Mr. Coller’s strange misconception of the meaning of 
“damn” in this passage has been already noticed: see p. 15. 


P. 1387,— act 1. se. 2. 
*“¢ Tf every of your wishes had a womb, 
And fruitful every wish, a million.’ 


And FRUITFUL every wish,| So the corr. fo. 1632, instead of foretell of the 
old copies. Warburton’s emendation was fertile; but we speak of a 
fruitful womb, rather than ofa fertile one. Besides, just below Char- 
mian repeats the very word, and in nearly the same connexion,” &c. 

Warburton’s emendation has a far better claim to a place 
in the text than the Ms. Corrector’s, because “fertile”? comes 
so much nearer the ductus literarum of the corruption “ fore- 
tell” than “ fruitful’ does. That “just below Charmian 
repeats the very word [‘fruitful’],” renders it the more ob- 
jectionable here. 


P. 145,— act 1. sc. 3. 


«<¢ And give true credence to his love, which stands 
An honourable trial.’ 


There can be no hesitation in adopting here the excellent emendation of 
the corr. fo. 1632, viz. ‘credence’ for evidence: it suits both measure 
and meaning admirably; but the folios have evidence, and that has 
hitherto been the text, although it was necessary, for the sake of the 
verse, to pronounce ‘ evidence’ ev’dence. Cleopatra was not to give evt- 
dence, but belief, to the affection of Anthony.” 

Mr. Singer (Shakespeare Vindicated, &c. p. 280) well 
observes that ‘“ the occurrence of tria/ in the next line shows 
that the old text is right.” And compare ; 

“ Proceed no straiter ’gainst our uncle Gloster 
Than from true evidence,” &e. 
Sec. Part of King Henry VI, act iii. se. 2. 
(“Give true evidence” is “ Bear true witness:” but what is 
“‘ Give true credence’’ ?) 


P. 148,— act 1. se. 4. 


“¢ ¢ And the ebb’d man ne’er lov’d, till ne’er worth love, 
Comes lov’d by being lack’d.’ 


Comes Lov’ by being lack’d.| The old reading is ‘fear’d by being lack’d,’ 
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; un which must be wrong; and we accept the emendation of the corr. fo. 

A 1632 with confidence, not lessened by the Shakesperian alliteration thus 
afforded.” 

aA Warburton saw that “fear’d” of the old copies was a mis- 

| | take for “ dear’d” (i.e. endeared): and yet Mr. Collier does 

i} not even mention this certain emendation, but adopts the 

, random one of the Ms. Corrector, “ lov’d.”’ 


P. 151,—act 1. se. 5. 

«¢¢ And soberly did mount an arm-girt steed, 

Who neigh’d so high, that what I would have spoke 
Was beastly dumb’d by him.’ 

i The change proposed [in the corr. fo. 1632], boast/ully for ‘beastly,’ is 
nt not to be admitted so readily, inasmuch as ‘beastly’ is perfectly intelli- 
: gible, although boastfully (which may easily be pronounced in the time 

of a dissyllable) seems to afford a much superior sense in reference to 
the ‘high and boastful neighs’ of a war-horse. Still we make no altera-_ 
tion, though we do not for a moment admit the applicability of the Rev. 
Mr. Dyce’s quotations, merely because they happen.to contain the word 
‘beastly.’ He generally appears to fancy that a passage must be appo- 
site, if he can but find in it the word in dispute, however differently 
employed.” 
ay The Rev. Mr. Dyce is, no doubt, a mere ignoramus ac- 
Hh cording to Mr. Collier’s showing: but let the reader judge 
‘| if the ‘‘ quotations” in question are altogether “ inapplica- 
| | ble °’?— 
| “Why did the Manuscript-corrector alter ‘beastly’ to 
i ‘boastfully’ (which I should have thought nobody could ‘read 
as a dissyllable, had not Mr. Collier declared that it ‘must 
| | be read’ as such)? Merely because he happened not to per- 
| ceive the meaning which Shakespeare evidently imtended 
‘beastly’ to convey, viz. in the manner of a beast —i.e. by 
| imarticulate sounds, which rendered vain all attempts at 
speaking on the part of Alexas. (The adverb ‘ beastly’ occurs 
| in The Taming of the Shrew, act iv. sc. 2, 
i ‘Fie on her! see, how beastly she doth court him ? 
‘ and in Cymbeline, act v. sc. 38, 
‘and will give you that 
Like beasts, which you shun beastly.’).” 


Kew Notes, &c., p. 152. 
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P. 158,— act i. se. 2. 


*¢“ your considerate stone.’ 


z.e. I will be as considerate asa stone. Johnson’s notion that Enobar- 
bus meant to call Antony a ‘ considerate stone,’ does not seem to us, 
recollecting that the words were those of a rough free-spoken soldier, 
such ‘an absurdity’ as it appeared to the Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ 
p- 246). In speaking of the note in our first edition, he ought to have 
remembered two things, which he has entirely overlooked, viz. that we 
gave the very text he supports, and that we ourselves said that no change 
was needed,” dc. 

Mr. Collier’s mis-statements are marvellous. The “no- 
tion that Enobarbus meant to call Antony ‘a considerate 
stone, ”’ never occurred to any critic except Mr. Collier him- 
self, though he now speaks of it as “ Jounson’s notion.” 

The note of Johnson is; 

“This line is passed by all the editors, as if they understood 
it, and believed it universally intelligible. I cannot find in it 
any very obvious, and hardly any possible meaning. I would 
therefore read ; 


‘Go to then, you considerate ones.’ 


You who dislike my frankness and temerity of speech, and 
are so considerate and discreet, go to, do your own business.” 

Mr. Collier’s note in his first edition 1s ; 

“Tt may be a question, whether Enobarbus means to call Antony ‘a 
considerate stone,’ or to say merely that he will be silent asa stone. If 
the former, we must, with Johnson, change ‘ your’ of the folios to you ; 
but the latter affords a clear meaning without any alteration of the an- 
cient text.” 

On the immediately preceding note I observed ; 
“Hnobarbus call Antony a stone! he would as soon have 
ventured to throw one at him. Johnson’s proposed altera- 
tion, of which Mr. Collier cites only a part, bad as it cer- 
tainly was, did’ not involve such an absurdity.” Remarks, &c., 
p. 246. 

I have thus distinctly proved that “the notion that Eno- 
barbus meant to call Antony ‘a considerate stone’ ”’ belongs 
exclusively to Mr. Collier; for which proof, as he is now in- 
clined to think rather favourably of that “notion,” he will 
surely thank me. 
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P. 162,—act u. se. 2. 
“¢ «the silken tackle 

Smell with the touches of those flower-soft hands, 

That yarely frame the office. From the barge 

A strange invisible perfume hits the sense 

Of the adjacent wharfs.’ 
‘Smell’ is swell in the old copies; but how was ‘the silken tackle’ to 
swell? The ‘flower-soft hands’ imparted a perfume to ‘the silken 
tackle,’ and we are told just afterwards that the ‘smell’ reached even 


‘the adjacent wharfs.’ ” 


The hands of Cleopatra’s “gentlewomen” imparting a 
perfume to the tackle, and so strong a perfume, too, that it 
reached even the adjacent wharfs! Mr. Collier ought cer- 
tainly to have accounted for so remarkable a circumstance 
on physical grounds, and also to have shown (what may be 
doubted) that, in Shakespeare’s days, the verb “smell” was 
ever followed by the preposition “ with.” 


P. 169,— act 11. se. 5. 
**¢ Cleo. Oh! that his fault should make a knave of thee, 
That art not. What! thou’rt sure of ’t ?—Get thee hence,’ &c. 


Our punctuation of this disputed passage is that of Monk Mason; and 
we also adopt his emendation of ‘ of’t’ for of: the last is perhaps not 
absolutely necessary, and we might carry our variation from the old 
copies no farther than the pointing. In the folio, 1623, the passage 
thus stands :— 
‘Oh that his fault should make a knave of thee, 
That art not what thou’rt sure of.’ 


This, it must be admitted, is far from intelligible. By the amended 
words, ‘ What! thou’rt sure of’t 2 Cleopatra intends to inquire of the 
messenger once more, whether he is certain of the tidings he has 
brought. The Rev. Mr. Dyce is in somewhat of a dilemma here: he 
complains (‘ Remarks,’ p. 246) that nonsense is made of the passage by 
not printing ‘ of’ of’¢ in our first edition, and yet he ‘strongly protests 
against any deviation from the old editions’—just as if we had deviated : 
we gave the very words and letters of the ‘ old editions.’ ” 


The subterfuge to which Mr. Collier has recourse on the 
present occasion is neither more nor less than disgraceful :— 
“WE GAVE THE VERY WORDS AND LETTERS OF THE ‘OLD EDI- 
tions’ !”” Now, the reading of the folio 1628 is; 
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“Oh that his fault should make a knaue of thee, 
That art not what th’art [sec., third, and fourth folios 
“thou art”| sure of.” 
and Mr. Collier in his first edition printed ; 


“QO! that his fault should make a knave of thee, 
That art not! What! thowrt sure of ??— 


giving, it may be admitted, “the very words and letters of 
the old editions,” but pointing the passage so as entirely to 
alter its meaning. Hence my remark (p. 247) ; 

““Monck Mason’s punctuation, with the change of ‘of’ to 
‘oft,’ afforded at least a sense: but Mr. Collier, by adopting 
that punctuation without changing ‘of’ to ‘of’t,” has made 
the passage mere nonsense. I should strongly protest against 
any deviation from the old eds. here. ‘That art not what 
thow’rt sure of? may mean, ‘That art not the evil tidings 
of which thou givest me such assurance.’ ”” 

Does the reader agree with Mr. Collier that “the Rey. 
Mr. Dyce is in somewhat of a dilemma here” ? 


P. 187,— act ili. se. 4. 


** ¢ When the best hint was given him, he not look’t, 
Or did it from his teeth.’ 


The folio, 1623, has ‘he not look’t,’ z.e. he did not look so as to take 
the hint ; or, if he looked, he praised Antony only from his teeth. We 
were formerly of opinion that the passage was corrupt, and the corr. fo. 
1632 would have us read ‘dwt look’d’ for ‘not look’d.’ It is indisput- 
, able that dué and ‘not’ were frequently confounded by old printers; but 
we doubt if there were any confusion here, for what Antony means to 
Say 1s apparent enough as the text stands: Caesar would not look to 
avoid taking the least hint, or if he did look, and took the hint, his 
praise was superficial and insincere.” 


What could induce Mr. Collier to adopt here, in his new 
edition, the ridiculous reading of the folio, which admits of 
nothing but a ridiculous explanation? In his first edition he 
rightly gave ; 

“When the best hint was given him, he not took’t, 


Or did it from his teeth,’— 


the correction of Thirlby ; which now he does not even notice. 
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i P. 192,— act iii. sc. 6. 
“¢ Vou are abus’d 
Beyond the mark of thought ; and the high gods, 
To do you justice, make them ministers 
Of us and those that love you.’ 
make tuEm ministers] Such is Malone’s emendation: it is ‘makes hes 
ministers’ in the folio, 1623, and we were disposed formerly to retain /is 
fi upon the supposition that it might agree with justice. We now think 
that Mr. Singer is warranted in the blame he imputes to us for so doing, 
a and we amend the text, although not exactly in his way. It seems not 
i if impossible that originally ‘gods’ was in the singular, and in that case 
makes and his would be correct.” 


The emendation “them” is Capell’s: but the earlier one 


ih is far better, viz. ; 


“make thewr ministers 
Of us and those that love you.” 


P. 217, — act iv. sc. 6. 
**¢ there did persuade 
Great Herod to incline himself to Cesar,’ &c. 


It is dissuade in all the old impressions, and Johnson was inclined to 
ie think it right; but there are two sufficient reasons for thinking it wrong: 
one is the change of disswade to ‘ persuade’ in the corr. fo. 1632; and 
j the other the language of Plutarch in North’s translation, 1579, when 
yi speaking of Alexas— ‘For where he should have kept Herodes from 
revolting from him [Antony], he perswaded him to turne to Cesar,’ 
S| p. 1004. In reference to this passage, the Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ 
if p- 248), misspells the words, perhaps owing to his having copied them 
at second hand.” 


In his first edition Mr. Collier printed ; 


I “there did dissuade 
Great Herod to incline himself to Ceesar,” 

with a note, “So all the folios, and, as Johnson says, perhaps 
rightly :” on which I remarked ; 
“Tf the folios were forty instead of four, such a reading 
if could not be right: but (as Malone observes) the question 
ij is at once settled by the old translation of Plutarch which 
in Shakespeare used for this tragedy, where we find, ‘he per- 
suaded him to turne to Cesar.’ ”’ 

It appears, therefore, that Mr. Collier’s charge of my hay- 
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ing “mis-spelled the words” of North’s Plutarch, rests solely 
on A SINGLE LETTER,—I wrote “ persUaded” instead of “ per- 
sWaded,” which happens to be the spelling in the old copy 
used by Mr. Collier. 

To what will not Mr. Collier stoop in his more than wo- 
manish spitefulness ? 


P, 229,— act iv. se. 12. 
“1 Falling on his sword.|—How ! not dead ? not dead ?2— 
The guard !—how ?—Oh, dispatch me! 


Enter Dencutas and Guard. 


1 Guard. What’s the noise ? 
Ant. I have done my work ill, friends: oh! make an end 
Of what I have begun.’ 


Modern editors have usually printed ho/ for ‘how’? of the folios—‘ The 
guard, ho !’ as if Antony had called it ; as Diomedes does, not long after- 
wards, ‘The guard, what ho!’ and then it enters. ‘How? in Antony’s 
mouth is equivalent to ‘ What shall I do?” 


If Mr. Collier did not intend to make Antony “call the 
guard,” I should like to know what meaning he would have us 
attach to “The guard!” The modern editors who “ printed 
ho for ‘how’ ” were evidently right. (See ante, p. 67.) 


P. 242,— act v. se. 2. 
“a grief that smites 


My very heart at root.’ 


Suites |of the folio 1623] is altered to ‘smites’ in the corr. fo. 1632. 
We printed ‘smites’ in our first edition, and Mr. Singer adopts it from 
thence, but without stating where he found it.” 


Mr. Singer found it in Capell’s edition. 


P, 244, —act v. sc. 2. 


“<¢ Ye gods! it smites me 
Beneath the fall I have.’ 


Another instance of old misprinting, Zhe for ‘Ye,’ owing to the mistake 
of the abbreviation y°: we derive the change from the corr. fo. 1632, | 
from whence, if Mr. Singer procured it, he observes silence upon the 

point,” de. 
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Mr. Singer was rash in borrowing “Ye gods” from the 
Ms. Corrector; for the reading of the folio, “ The gods,” is 
undoubtedly the true one: compare ; 

“O me, the gods !” Coriolanus, act 11. 8c. 
“QO the gods!” Id., act iv. se. 
“O the gods !” Troilus and Cressida, act iv. se. 
“O the gods !” 
“O the blest gods /” 


“QO the good gods!” Antony and Cleopatra, act v. se. 2. 


Cymbeline, act 1. se. 


rt bo be os 


King Lear, act il. se. 


(In the following passage of Coriolanus, indeed, it 1s ne- 
cessary to alter the reading of the old copies, “ Ze Roman 
gods” to “Ye Roman gods,” on account of the “you” in the 


last line ; 
“ Ye Roman gods, 


Lead their successes as we wish our own, 
That both our powers, with smiling fronts encountering, 
May give you thankful sacrifice !” Act i. se. 6.) 


P. 250,— act v. se. 2. 
*¢*¢ What should I stay— 
Char. In this wild world ? 


The epithet is ‘ wild’ in all the early editions, and there is not the slight- 
est pretext for altering it to the common-place phrase, ‘In this vile 
world,’ as has been done under the supposition that we having been of 
old often misprinted wilde (a form to which the Rey. Mr. Dyce strangely 
adheres), it was in this place mistaken for ‘ wild.’ Charmian might well 
call the world ‘ wild,’ desert, and savage, after the deaths of Antony, 
Cleopatra, and others whom she loved . . . . If any change.were made, 
we should prefer here wide to vile; but in truth it is an offence against 
all just rules of criticism to attempt an emendation where none is re- 
quired. Rowe properly retained ‘ wild world.’ ”’ 

On the above note I have to remark :— 

First, That I no longer “adhere” to the old spelling 
vild: see my recent edition of Shakespeare passim. 

Secondly, That the passages in early books where vild 
(i.e. vile) is misprinted wild, are so very numerous, that there 
can be no doubt of the same error having been committed in 
the present passage: we mect with the following examples in 
the plays of Beaumont and Fletcher ; 
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“T will not lose a word 
To this wild [read vild=vile| woman,” &e. 
The Moid's Tragedy, act iii. sc. 1. 
“that now dares say 


Tam a stranger, not the same, more wild [read vild=vile],” &e. 
The Faithful Shepherdess, act iv. se. 4. 


“To do these wild [so the first 4to, the later 4tos vid, folio 1679 
vile] unmanly things.” 
The Scornful Lady, act iii. se. 1. 


“Or am I of so wild [read vild=vile] and low a blood,” &e. 
The Little French Lawyer, act iii. se. 5. 


Thirdly, that “vile world,’ which Mr. Collier terms a 
“commonplace phrase,” occurs in a passage of The Sec. Part 
of King Henry VTI., act v. sc. 2,—a passage which (as it is 
not found in The First Part of the Contention, &c.) we may 
confidently ascribe to Shakespeare ; 

“Q, let the VILE WORLD end, 
And the premiséd flames of the last day 
Knit earth and heaven together !” 


Fourthly, that “wide”—which, “if any change were made, 
Mr. Collier would prefer to vile”’—has no propriety here, not 
being (what is obviously required) a vituperative epithet. 


CYMBELINE. 


P. 262,— act i. se. 2. 

‘¢* Hath charg’d you should not speak together. [Hart Queen. 

imo. Oh dissembling courtesy! How fine this tyrant 
Can tickle,’ &c. 

Oh dissembling courtesy !| The Rev. Mr. Dyce occupies nearly a page of 
his ‘ Remarks’ (p. 251) in showing that the interjection ‘Oh’ ought to 
be placed in a line by itself. All we need say is, that in verse, often so 
intentionally irregular as that of Shakespeare, we do not see the neces- 
sity for it.” 

Since we possess the dramas of Shakespeare only as printed 
from transcripts, in which hberties of all sorts had been taken 
with the text, —it is very doubtful how far his verse is “ in- 
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tentionally irregular; and, surely, when a passage admits 
of exact metrical arrangement, it is the duty of an editor to 
adopt that arrangement.—Can Mr. Collier deny that the 
present passage reads better when regulated thus ; 


“Hath charg’d you should not speak together. [ Hactt. 
Imo. O 
Dissembling courtesy! How fine this tyrant 
Can tickle,” &e. 


P. 264,— act 1. se. 2. 
‘<¢ Oh thou vile one!’ 


No doubt this is the correct reading ; but as, in the old copies, ‘ vile’ is 
here misspelt vide, we almost wonder that the Rev. Mr. Dyce has not 
contended that Cymbeline’s exclamation (considering the conduct and 
disposition of his daughter) ought to have been, ‘Oh thou wild one.’ 
The fact is, as we have before remarked, that the old misprinting of 
‘vile’ vild, which the Rev. Mr. Dyce has endeavoured to re-introduce, has 
been the source of much corruption in the language of our early drama- 
tists. We have already seen that he has gone the length of arguing, on 
account of the frequency of this old blunder, that ‘ wild world’ (as the 
text of ‘Antony and Cleopatra’ properly stands in nearly every edition 
from 1623 down to the time of Malone) ought to be the poor and trite 
expression, ‘vile world :’ see this Vol. p. 250.” 


Vide ante, p. 208. 


P. 2738,— act 1. se. 5. 

‘¢¢ Only, thus far you shall answer: if you make your voyage upon 
her, and give me directly to understand you have prevail’d, I am no far- 
ther your enemy,’ Wc. 

if you make your vovacE upon her,| This is an instance where we de- 
cline to alter the received and intelligible text, although the emendation 
in the corr. fo. 1632 is extremely plausible: it is vawntage for ‘voyage,’ 
in reference to the vaunt of Iachimo, that he would ‘ convince’ the hon- 
our of Imogen. The text of the old annotator is, ‘If you make good 
your vawntage upon her,’ and we formerly thought that it might he 
adopted.” 

When the Ms. Corrector made his emendation here (alter- 
ing one word and inserting another), and when Mr. Collier 
(unwilling to reject it without saying something in its favour) 
called it “extremely plausible,” neither of them remembered 
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the following passage, which proves beyond all doubt that the 
old text in the present speech is what the author wrote ; 


“Tf he should intend this voyage towards my wife, I would turn 
her loose to him; and what he gets more of her than sharp words, 
let it lie on my head.” 


The Merry Wives of Windsor, act ii. se. 1. 


P, 294,— act ii. se. 4. 
*“¢ Tn these fear’d hopes, 
I barely gratify your love ; they failing, 
I must die much your debtor.’ 


In these ¥uax’d hopes,| t.e. In these hopes which I fear may never be 
realised. The passage has not been understood by those who, in modern 
times, have printed ‘ sear’d hopes.’ ”’ 

Mr. Collier’s forced interpretation of “ fear’d” might 
almost have shown him that it was a misprint for “ sear’d” 
(which I found proposed by Tyrwhitt in his copy of the 
second folio now in the British Museum; and which has 
been also given by Mr. Knight). The folio, in Measure for 
Measure, act 1. sc. 4, has the same misprint, — “ Growne 
feard, and tedious.” 


P. 295,—act il. se. 4. 
‘¢and you shall hear 
The legion, now in Gallia, sooner landed 
In our not-fearing Britain, than have tidings 
Of any penny tribute paid.” 
A passage in act ili. sc. 7,— 
“ And that the legions now in Gallia are,” &e.— 


distinctly proves, as Malone observed, that here we ought to 
print “The /egions now in Gallia,” &c. 


P. 300,— act u. sc. 5. 
<¢¢ Tike a full-acorn’d boar, a foaming one,’ &c. 
a FOAMING one,| The old spelling is ‘a larmen on,’ which afterwards be- 
came ‘a Jarmen on,’ and has usually in modern times been printed ‘a 
German one,’ as if no boar but ‘a German one’ would answer the pur- 
pose. The ‘full-acorn’d boar’ was ‘foaming’ in the eagerness of his 
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Hi} animal desire; and the corr. fo. 1632 has ‘a foaming one’ for ‘a armen 
| on,’ which we adopt, instead of the unintelligible nonsense of the old 
copies.” 


See p. 16 of the present volume. 


ie P. 310,— act iii. sc. 8. 
“¢¢in as like a figure,’ We. 
—in as like a F1guRE,| The corr. fo. 1632 puts it ‘in as like a vigour,’ 
| which seems on some accounts preferable, and vigour and ‘figure’ might 
7 te) easily be confounded by the ear. Nevertheless, we leave the text un- 
touched. . . . That vigowr might however be misheard, and misprinted, 
‘figure,’ we find evidence in Beaumont and Fletcher’s ‘ Four Plays in 
j One’—‘ The Triumph of Death,’—where Lavall complains of his wife, of 
Mh whom he has become weary, and who can no longer excite his passions, 
R a face that feeds not with fresh vigours 
Every fresh hour.’ 
y Here the editor has allowed ‘figures,’ for vigowrs, to deform his text 
(Dyce’s Beaumont and Fletcher, Vol. ii. p. 537). lLavall wishes his 
wife to feed his appetite with fresh vigowrs, not with ‘fresh figures :’ 
‘ figures,’ the Rev. Mr. Dyce must pardon us for saying, is nonsense.” 
The Ms. Corrector’s substitution of “vigour” for “ figure” 
is impertinent enough; but Mr. Collier’s alteration of 
ay “firoures” to “vigours” (a face feeding with fresh vigourS, 
: &c.!), in the following passage of Beaumont and Fletcher, is 
4 a piece of extravagance for which I am at a loss to account, 
except by supposing that, in his eagerness to convict me of 
i | error, he was no longer capable of exercising his judgment ; 


“How dull and leaden is my appetite 

| To that stale beauty now! Oh, I could curse 
| | And crucify myself for childish doting 

} Upon a face that feeds not with fresh figures 
7 | Every fresh hour! she is now a surfeit to me.” 


| | P. 314,— act 1. se. 4. 
“*¢ Of princely followers,’ &c. 


i i Of princely FOLLOWERS, | i.e. Princely suztors : it absurdly stands ‘princely 
,) fellows’ in the folios, but is properly amended in the corr. fo. 1632. The 
; old compositor hastily misread ‘ followers’ fellowes, as it is spelt in the 
tithe folio, 1623.” 
See before, p. 16. 
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P. 314,— act i. se. 4. 


*¢ ¢ Pes. Vl crack mine eye-balls first. 
Imo. Wherefore, then, 
Didst undertake it ? 


Pil crack mine eye-balls first.| The old reading is wake for ‘ crack,’ and 
when ‘cracke’ was spelt, as then, with a final e, the mistake was easy. 
Sir Thomas Hanmer read, ‘I'll wake mine eye-balls blind first ;’ but 
neither he, nor any of his successors, have informed us where the ex- 
pression to ‘wake eye-balls blind’ is to be found. It is in truth without 
precedent, whereas ‘to crack the eye-balls’ is a phrase perfectly natural, 
and requires no addition of lind or of any other word. Our text is that 
of the corr. fo. 1632, and we are confident that it is right.”’ 

“To crack the eye-strings’” is a not uncommon expression, 
and, indeed, occurs in this very play, act 1. sc. 4; . 


“Imo. I would have broke mine eye-strings, crack’d them, but 
To look upon him,” &e. : 


but who ever heard of “cracking the eyeballs,’ though Mr. 
Collier calls it “a phrase perfectly natural’ ?—Mr. Staunton, 
note ad /., after observing that “ Mr. Collier adopts the almost 
ludicrous alteration suggested by his annotator,” proceeds to 
defend the old reading, “Vll wake mine eye-balls first,’ on 
the strength of a passage in Lust’s Dominion (a play falsely 
ascribed to Marlowe in the title-page) ; 
“T’ll stall wake, 

And waste these balls of sight by tossing them 

In busy observations upon thee, 

Sweet Opportunity,” dc. 


But I cannot think that, in the above passage, the verb 
“wake” (after which Mr. Staunton throws out the comma) 
governs “eyeballs,”’— the meaning I conceive to be, “Til 
still keep myself awake, and waste these balls,’ &c. (So im 
Spenser ; 
« All night she watcht ; ne once adowne would lay 
Her dainty limbs in her sad dreriment, 
But praying still did wake, and waking did lament.” 
The Faerie Queene, b. i. ¢. xi. st. 32.) 


Some word, therefore, such as “blind” seems to be required 
after “eyeballs;” nor is the metre, which throughout this 
scene is far from irregular, complete without it. 
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P. 319,— act iii. se. 5. 
*¢<That will be given to the loud’st noise we make.’ 
LouD’st noise] So the corr. fo. 1632 instead of ‘ dowd of noise’ of the old 
impressions. Mr. Singer silently appropriates this emendation, while 
the Rev. Mr. Dyce, with unusual want of ear and taste, would read ‘ to 
the lowd’st of noise.’ ‘ Remarks,’ p. 256.” 

Mr. Singer might have found in Theobald’s Shakespeare 
(and,—for all I know, or care to inquire at present,—in other 
eds.) the reading which Mr. Collier considers as the sole pro- 
perty of his Ms. Corrector.—What Mr. Collier says here of 
myself is said with his accustomed disingenuousness : he would 
make it appear that “Joud’st of noise” is a conjectural read- 
ing of mine,—while, in fact, it is the reading of the Variorum 
Shakespeare, and of sundry other eds. down to that of Mr. 
Staunton inclusive ! 

Mr. Collier in his former edition having chosen to print, 


“That will be given to the Joud noise we make,” 


I remarked; “The passage, when thus mutilated by Mr. 
Collier, does not afford the meaning which the poet certainly 
intended, viz. that the very loudest noise which they could 
make drew forth no answer. The text of the folio, ‘the loud 
of noise,’ is manifestly a misprint for ‘ the loud’st of noise.’ ” 


P. 823, —act in. se. 6. 
<¢¢ Imo. I see, a man’s life is a tedious one: 
I have ’tir’d myself, and for two nights together 

Have made the ground my bed,’ Wc. 
IT have ’t1r’p myself,| i.e. Attired myself: this emendation is from the 
corr. fo. 1632, and Mr. Singer employs it, mentioning that ‘ Mr. Collier’s 
folio would substitute attired.’ This is a mistake —of course uninten- 
tional — attired would not suit the verse, and the real recommendation 
is what Mr. Singer adopts, viz. ‘’tir’d.’ We have still some doubt whe- 
ther the meaning of Imogen be, that she has dressed herself like a boy, 
or that she has wearied herself: in the first line she says that ‘a man’s 
life is a tedious one,’ and in the next she may reasonably follow it up 
by stating that she had ¢zred herself.”’ 


This ‘“‘emendation” certainly does not make Imogen say, 
as Mr. Collier supposes, that “she has dressed herself like a 
boy :’? —it makes her say that “instead of walking about in 
puris naturalibus, she has put on some clothes.” 
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P. 327,— act ili. sc. 7. 


“¢¢ he commends 
His absolute commission. ’ 


‘Commends’ hag been misprinted commands in every edition, ancient 
and modern, that has come under our eyes. Mr. Singer was the first to 
alter commands to ‘commends’ in 1856; but three years earlier (as Mr. 
Singer must have been aware) it had appeared in our ‘ Notes and Emen- 
dations,’ p. 522, derived from the corr. fo. 1632. Nevertheless, although 
in so many places Mr. Singer has availed himself of our corr. fo. 1632, 
and has now and then mentioned it (especially if he could impute error 
to it), he has here, as often previously, maintained strict silence as to 
the source of the textual improvement, which, we may be sure, he only 
accepted on the hardest compulsion of inevitable fitness.’ 


If Mr. Collier, as is probable, has hitherto prided himself 
on having given such “edge and smartness” to the above in- 
vective, he will regard it with a very different feeling when he 
learns that Theobald (at the suggestion of Warburton) printed 
“ commends.” 


P. 328, — act iv. se. l. 
‘¢ ¢ yet this imperseverant thing loves him in my despite.’ 


In our former edition we expressly said that ‘imperseverant’ might be 
taken in the sense of imperceptive, i.e. not perceiving. The Rev. Mr. 
Dyce, in his ‘ Remarks,’ p. 258, takes up the same notion, and adds that 
‘the right reading, according to modern orthography, is undoubtedly 
‘this dmperceiverant thing :’ he also gives an instance of the use of the 
word perseverance, which he prints ‘ perceiverance,’ in ‘The Widow,’ 
A. iii. sc. 2, both in Middleton’s Works, iii. 318, and in Beaumont and. 
Fletcher’s Works, iv. 341. If there be such a word as perseverance or 
perceiverance, it is easy to see how ‘imperseverant’ in our text was 
formed : we adhere to the old spelling here, on account merely of the 
peculiarity of the term; and it must be allowed that for Cloten to call 
Imogen, who cannot see his merits, an wnperceiving thing is a very na- 
tural epithet. It is very clear, however, that the old annotator on the 
folio, 1632, was not aware of such a meaning for ‘imperseverant,’ and in 
his margin recorded what, he considered, the poet meant to write, and 
what perhaps the corrector had been in the habit of hearing recited, 
viz. perverse, errant, in reference to the obstinacy of Imogen, and to the 
wandering life to which she had taken. When we prepared our Vol. of 
‘ Notes and Emendations’ in 1853, we did not do justice to our own spe- 
culation ten years before, that ‘imperseverant’ might be taken in the 
sense of imperceptive or ‘impercetving.’ We therefore leave the old text 
unaltered, even as to the spelling, but mention the change in the corr. 
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fo. 1632 as a happy emendation on the part of a man, who did not know 
of the existence of such a word as ‘ imperseverant.’ ” 

A rambling, unsatisfactory note;— in which it is not < 
little strange to find Mr. Collier writing, “If there be such 
a word as perseverance or perceiverance ;? for the pass- 
age which, as he mentions, I cited from The Widow in my 
Remarks, &c., was alone sufficient to establish its existence ; 
and more recently, in Notes and Queries, vol. vii. p. 400, Mr 
Arrowsmith (after observing that “the noun substantive per- 
severance = ‘discernment’ is as common a word as any of the 
like length in the English language”) has adduced numerous 
instances of it, with various spelling, from different authors. 
The same gentleman (idid.) also refers to a stanza in Hawes’s 
Pastime of Pleasure (p. 48, Percy Soc. ed.), where both per- 
ceyveraunce and perceyveraunt occur ; 


“To understandyng these ili. accident : 
Doctryne, perceyveraunce, and exereyse, 
And also therto is equypolent 
Evermore the perfyt practyse, 
For fyrst doctryne in all goodly wyse 
The perceyveraunt trowthe in hys bote of wyll 
In understandyng for to knowe good from yll.” 


There cannot, therefore, be a shadow of doubt that in the 
above passage of Cymbeline the true reading is “ this emper- 
cewerant (i.e. unperceiving, undiscerning] thing ;” though a 
second instance of the word used in the same sense remains 
yet to be discovered.* 

Among the emendations of the Ms. Corrector there is 
hardly one more remarkable than “this perverse, errant 
thing,” — combining, as it does, the most exquisite ingenuity 
with the most ignorant blundering. 


P. 330,—act iv. se. 2. 


*¢* the bier at door,’ &e. 


* Mr. Arrowsmith (ubi supra) cites from Bishop Andrewes’s Sermon 
preached before Queen Elizabeth at Hampton Court, 1594, the following 
passage ; “For the Sodomites are an example of impenitent wilful sinners ; 
and Lot’s wife of imperseverant and relapsing righteous persons :” but An- 
drewes uses “imperseverant” in the sense of not persevering, unenduring. 
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The use of the word ‘bier’ reminds us of a very noticeable misprint, 
which has hitherto set at defiance all commentators, in Fletcher’s ‘ Valen- 
tinian,’ A. ii. sc. 3 (Dyce’s Beaumont and Fletcher, v. 238), where Pon- 
tius, a veteran captain, is contrasting the condition of soldiers during 
peace, with the rewards of flatterers, who, like daws and starlings, cry 
‘Ave Ozesar !’ and obtain a thousand drachmas; and he adds of old sol- 
diers, 
‘For thus we get but years and beets.’ 


‘ For thus’ ought to be, ‘for this.’ but, passing over that error, what is 
to be understood by beets, as it stands in the old copies? Weber says 
that beats is the true orthography, and that it means ‘blows,’ which the 
Rev. Mr. Dyce (strange to say) pronounces in favour of. Where, in 
English, is deats used for ‘blows’? It would not, we are persuaded, be 
possible to point out an instance; and what the veteran captain means 
is, that while flatterers are rewarded, soldiers are allowed to grow old 
and die in beggary :— 
‘For this we get but years and vers.’ 

‘Biers’ might be written deers in the old MS., and every editor knows 
that 7 and ¢ were most frequently confounded by printers.”’ 


The concluding portion of Pontius’s speech in Valentinian 
18 ; 
«Tis likely too I counsell’d ’em to turn 
Their warlike pikes to ploughshares, their sure targets, 
And swords hatch’d with the blood of many nations, 
To spades and pruning-knives (for those get money), 
Their warlike eagles into daws or starlings, 
To give an Ave, Cesar, as he passes, 
And be rewarded with a thousand drachmas ; 
For thus we get but years and beats.” 


1. When Mr. Collier speaks of “ flatterers, who, like daws 
and starlings, cry ‘Ave Cesar!’ and obtain a thousand 
drachmas,” he entirely misses the poet’s meaning, which 
plainly is, that “the reward of a thousand drachmas was for 
teaching daws and starlings to say ‘ Ave, Cesar I” 

2. «© Thus” is not necessarily wrong; it may refer to the 
condition of the soldiers described in the earliest part of this 
long speech. 

3. A learned friend observes to me: ‘ Mr. Collier’s con- 
jecture ‘biers’ is ingenious, but not, I think, in Fletcher’s 
way ; and certainly I see no more impropriety in using ‘ beats’ 
for beatings, than ‘ entreats’ for entreaties, i.e. entreatings.” 
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Dryden has ; 


“One portion of informing fire was given 
To brutes, the inferior family of heaven : 
The smith divine, as with a careless BEAT, 
Struck out the mute creation at a heat,” &e. 
The Hind and the Panther, v. 251. 


P. 346,—act iv. se. 4. 


C66 
yourself, 


So out of thought, and thereto so o’ergrown, 

Cannot be question’d.’ 
The Rev. Mr. Dyce would poorly limit the meaning of ‘o’ergrown’ to 
the beard of Belarius; and he laughs at Steevens for quoting Spenser 
in some lines where ‘ o’ergrown with old decay’ occurs. Such unques- 
tionably was the meaning of ‘ o’ergrown’ in this passage in ‘ Cymbeline,’ 
the ‘ white beard’ of Belarius being only a small part of the change pro- 
duced in him by age. No reference could well be more apposite than 
that of Steevens; and we cannot but smile when we find Mr. Dyce, 
with surprising simplicity, complaining of commentators, who fancy that 
quotations are illustrative, merely because they contain a particular 
word in the text (‘ Remarks,’ p. 259).”’ 


It is plain that Mr. Collier knows the passage in Spenser 
only from the note of Steevens,—who (cunning dog, as he 
always showed himself!) purposely gave it thus mutilated ; 


“oergrown with old decay, 
And hid in darkness, that none could behold 
The hue thereof.” 


Entire, it runs as follows ; 
“ Both roofe, and floore, and walls, were all of gold, 
But overgrowne with dust and old decay, 
And hid in darknes, that none could behold 
The hew thereof ; for vew of cherefull day 
Did never in that house itselfe display,” &e. 

The Faerie Queene, b. il. ¢. vii. st. 29. 
and if Mr. Collier still imagines that Spenser’s description 
of THE CAVE oF Mammon, “overgrown with dust and old 
decay” (i.e. covered with dust and mouldiness — pulvere et 
situ), illustrates the word “o’ergrown” as applied by Shake- 
speare to Belarius, he is welcome to his opinion for me, and 
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may continue to “smile at my surprising simplicity”? im 
thinking that the quotation is altogether inapposite, and that 
Steevens, with equal propriety, might have cited, from st. 4 
of the same book and canto, 
“ His yron cote, all overgrowne with rust, 
Was underneath enveloped with gold,” &c. 


P. 353,— act v. se. 4. 
‘¢¢ So, graze as you find pasture.’ 


To ‘graze’ and grass have clearly the same etymology, A. 8. graes, but 
they are not the same word; and the Rev. Mr. Dyce has confounded 
them in a passage in Webster’s ‘ White Devil’ (Works, i. 126), where 
Cornelia is made to say of one of her sons, who has been killed, 

‘One arrow’s graz’d already. ’ 
This does not mean that ‘ one arrow’ has only ‘ graz’d,’ because the con- 
trary is the fact; but it is a figure from archery, where “to grass an 
arrow’ is technical for losing it in the grass: Cornelia has lost one son, 
and, anxious to save the life of the other, she adds, 


‘it were vain 
T” lose this for that will ne’er be found again.’ 
The whole passage must indisputably be read as follows :— 
‘One arrow’s grass’d already : it were vain 
T” lose this for that will ne’er be found again.’ 


It is clearly no fault of the Rev. Mr. Dyce, that he is not an archer.” 


Some years before my edition of Webster’s Works was 
published, Mr. Collier (see, anée, pp. 19, 165) edited The White 
Devil, in the sixth volume of Dodsley’s Old Plays, with occa- 
sional annotations, to which he appended the letter C.: and 
at p. 298 of that volume he has printed, 

“ One arrow’s GRAZ’D already,” 
following the spelling of the early copies,—the very error with 
which he now reproaches me in a note written for the express 
purpose of pointing it out. 

I do not understand Mr. Collier when he says, cc ltats 
clearly no fault of the Rev. Mr. Dyce, that he is not an 
archer :’—perhaps we are to conclude that Mr. Collier him- 
self has taken to archery in the evening of his days; and 
indeed his recent edition of Shakespeare contains not a few 
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things which would seem to show that he has acquired consi- 
derable skill in what Ascham particularly recommends to “all 
the gentlemen and yeomen of England,” viz. “the shooting 
in the long bow.” 


PERICLES. 
P. 389,—act 1. se. 1. 


‘¢ ¢ Before thee stands this fair Hesperides, 
With golden fruit, but dangerous to be touch’d ; 
For death-like dragons here affright thee hard : 
Her face, like heaven, enticeth thee to view 
Her countless glory, which desert must gain ; 
And which, without desert, because thine eye 
Presumes to reach, all thy whole head must die.’ 


HEAD must die.| Commentators have been sorely puzzled by the word 
heap, as it stands in the early impressions: it is merely a misprint for 
‘head,’ by the accidental turning of the last letter in heap : the anti- 
thesis is between ‘eye’ and ‘head,’ and Antiochus immediately after- 
wards refers to the ‘heads’ of ‘yond’ sometime famous princes.’ On 
the next page but one Pericles says, ‘Then, give my tongue like leave to 
save my head.’ ” 

1. I know not Mr. Collier’s authority for asserting that 
the “commentators have been sorely puzzled by the word 
heap,’’—I believe they never questioned it: the only note on 
the passage in the Variorum Shakespeare is the following one 
by Malone: “all thy whole Heap must die,] i.e. thy whole 
mass must be destroyed. ‘There seems to have been an oppo- 
sition intended. ‘Thy whole heap,’ thy body, must suffer for 
the offence of a part, thine eye. The word bulk, like heap in 
the present passage, was used for body by Shakespeare and 
his contemporaries.” 

2. Does Mr. Collier see nothing extraordinary in a “ head 
dying”’ ? 

3. The reply of Pericles to the above speech opposes Mr. 
Collier’s alteration ; 


“ Antiochus, I thank thee, who hath taught 
My frail mortality to know itself, 
And by those fearful objects to prepare 

This body, like to them, to what I must,” &e. 
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P. 411,—act ni. se. 2. 
<¢ ¢ And spite of all the rapture of the sea, 
This jewel holds his biding on my arm.’ 
In the old copies these two lines run thus :— 
‘ And spite of all the rupture of the sea, 
This jewel holds his Gwilding on my arm.’ 


. . . Sewel recommended ‘rapture’ for rupture, and Malone substituted 
‘biding’ for duclding. The Rev. Mr. Dyce (‘ Remarks,’ p. 262) would 
retain budding, as if a jewel could ever be said to be dwi/t upon an arm. 
He often challenges the production of any corresponding phrase, and we 
here follow his example: let him show us, in prose or in poetry, any 
parallel passage ; whereas budlding for ‘biding’ was an easy misprint. 
How many marks of admiration would he not have appended to a rival 
editor’s suggestion for altering ‘biding’ to budding ?” 

I repeat, that I think the alteration, made here by Malone, 
a most unnecessary one, and that ‘his dwilding on my arm” 
is equivalent to “his fixture on my arm.” (Mr. Staunton 
agrees with me; for he retains “ building” without even men- 
tioning that it has been changed to “ biding.”’) 

In reference to the not very wise remark with which Mr. 
Collier concludes the above note, I have to say, that, if 
“hiding” had been the reading of the old copies, I should 
have considered any attempt to alter it as reprehensible. 


P. 418, —act 11. sc. 4. 

‘¢Hor which the most high gods, not minding longer 
To withhold the vengeance that they had in store, 
Due to this heinous capital offence, 
Even in the height and pride of all his glory, 
When he was seated, and his daughter with him, 
In a chariot of inestimable value, 
A fire from heaven came,”’ &c. 


Has not Mr. Collier silently adopted here the modern 
alteration of the passage? At least, in all the old copies 
which I have seen it stands thus ; 

6c * * * * * 
Even in the height and pride of all his glory, 
When he was seated wm a chariot 
Of an inestimable value, and his daughter with hum, 
A fire from heaven came,” &e. 
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and has not Mr. Collier elsewhere in this play given other 
similar modern refictions, without informing the reader? e.g. 
in act iv. sc. 6, p. 455 ; 
“Thou’rt the damn’d door-keeper to every coystrel 
That hither comes inquiring for his Tib ; 
To the cholerick fisting of each rogue thy ear 
Ts liable,” &e. ;— 
mstead of which I find in the original editions ; 
“Thou art the damnéd doorkeeper to every 
Coistrel that comes inquiring for his Tib ; 
To the choleric fisting of every rogue 
Thy ear is liable,” de. 


P, 423,—act u. se. 5. 
** ¢Hiven as my life, or blood that fosters it.’ 


So the folio, 1664, as well as the 4to, 1619: the earlier editions have my 


? 


for ‘or.’ The meaning, says the Rev. Mr. Dyce, is ‘even as my life, or 
as my blood that fosters my life :’ it would, we apprehend, be difficult to 
make any other meaning out of it; and we only give the explanation as 
a sample of the manner in which time and words are sometimes wasted 
upon what, in fact, requires no elucidation. We formerly printed ‘ my 
blood’ from the 4to, 1609, but the meaning was not thereby in any 
respect altered : or was to be understood.” 


Another, and a very striking, specimen of Mr. Collier’s 
shameful dishonesty as a literary adversary. 
Mr. Collier in his first edition having printed (ridiculously 
enough), 
“Even as my life, my blood that fosters it,” 
I observed ; 
“ Read, by all means, with the quarto of 1619 ; 


‘Even as my life, or blood that fosters it,’— 
which Mr. Knight gives, and rightly explains, ‘ Even as my life, 
or as my blood that fosters my life.’”” Remarks, &c., p. 264. 


P. 424. —act 1i., Induction. 
y) 3 


** ¢ And crickets sing at the oven’s mouth, 
Are the blither for their drouth.’ 


i.e. ‘And crickets chat sing,’ &c. We wonder that the Rev. Mr. Dyce 
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should not have been aware of this frequent ellipsis: he proposes a most 
needless emendation, ‘ H’er the blither,’ &c. ‘ Sing’ was, perhaps, foisted 
into the preceding line.” 

Boswell, too, had a fancy about an ellipsis in this passage ; 
—he says that “ Are the blither” is equivalent to “ Which are 
the blither :” but it is plain that no ellipsis was intended by 
the poet.—In my recent edition of Shakespeare I have given, 

“ And crickets sing at the oven’s mouth, 
Aye the blither for their drouth,’— 


which is, beyond all doubt, the genuine text. 
(“«« Ayet the blither for their drouth.’ 


+ “Old copies, Are; corrected by Mr. Dyce.” 
Mr. Sraunton’s ed.) 


P, 4386,—act iv., Induction. 
‘¢ “a wench full grown, 
Even ripe for marriage rite,’ &c. 

We substitute ‘rite’ for sight of the early impressions: we formerly pre- 
served sight, on the ground that to say, that she was ‘ripe for the saghd of 
marriage’ was very intelligible, though the Rev. Mr. Dyce does ‘not 
exactly understand it.’”’ 

If the reading “Even ripe for marriage sight” be still 
“ very intelligible” to Mr. Collier,—which he certainly insin- 
uates by his observation that “the Rev. Mr. Dyce does ‘not 
exactly understand it,’”?— why has he not admitted it into 
his new edition? The fact is, he now feels the truth of my 
remark, that “to no writer of prose or verse would it ever 
have occurred to say that a maid was ‘ripe for marriage stent,’ 
i.e. for the sicut of marriage.” 


P. 460,— act v. se. l. 


‘<¢ And so afflict our province.” 
Tn his note on this passage Mr. Collier observes that 


‘Sin “No Wit, no Help like a Woman’s’ (Dyce’s Middleton, Vol. v. p. 
97), he [the Rev. Mr. Dyce] most unaccountably prints ‘fection’ (which 
he pleases to construe affection, although the word was never before so 
spelt or printed) for fiction, elaborately defending the absurdity, we must 
call it, in a note. Mr. Dyce ought, therefore, to be a most forbearing, 
instead of a most eager censurer of the lapses of other people.” 


STRICTURES ON SOME PASSAGES [ VOL. VI. 


No, no; “the absurdity” lies, not in my having printed 
‘fection,’ but in Mr. Collier’s confidently asserting that it 
should be altered to “fiction.” The passage of Middleton 
stands in my edition thus ; 


“TL. Twi. Here, take her then, and set thine arms a-work ; 
There needs no ’fection, tis indeed thy sister.” 


and the note on it is; 

“?fection| So old ed.—a contraction of affection —i.e. 
affectation.” 

Will any body, except Mr. Collier, doubt that the “ ’fec- 
tion” of the old copy was intended for the abbreviation of 
“ affection” ? and Mr. Collier has himself observed (vol. v. 
p. 524) that.“ ‘affection’ was used by Shakespeare and other 
writers for ‘affectation. ”” The meaning of the passage is; 
“‘Here, take her then, and embrace her heartily; and you 
may do so with unaffected warmth, for she is indeed thy 
sister.” 


P. 464,— act v. se. 1. 
“ Per. But are you flesh and blood ? 
Have you a working pulse? and are no fairy 
Motion ?—Well; speak on: when were you born,” &c. 

Mr. Collier’s punctuation shows that he has no idea what 
the poet meant here. 

The passage, I may venture to say, was never given rightly 
till it assumed the following shape in my edition of Shake- 
speare ; 

“ Per. But are you flesh and blood ? 
Have you a working pulse? and are no fairy ? 
Motion !—Well ; speak on,” &c.,— 
“Motion !”” being the exclamation of Pericles, when he has 
found, by her “working pulse,” that Marina is really “flesh 
and blood,” and “no fairy.” 

(Mr. Staunton deviates from my punctuation only in put- 

ting an interrogation-point after “ Motion.’’) 
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THE POEMS OF SHAKESPEARE. 


In his notes on these Poems Mr. Collier never loses an 
opportunity of pomting out the imperfections in the edition 
of them which forms a portion of the Aldine Poets, and which 
was edited by me in 1832; though, I believe, Mr. Collier is 
well aware that it pretended to be little more than a revision 
of Malone’s text. I undertook it to serve the publisher in 
an emergency; and was not allowed time to collate the old 
copies. 


VENUS AND ADONIS. 
P. 514. 
“¢ «She vail’d her eye-lids,’ &c. 
So in Marlowe’s ‘ Hero and Leander,’ Sest. I. : 
¢ 


—— Vailing her eye-lids close.’ 


The Rev. Mr. Dyce must have entirely forgotten this expression in 
‘Venus and Adonis’ when he printed his note upon the similar poetical 
phrase in Marlowe. It does not mean ‘veiling her eye-lids close,’ as if 
she covered them with a ved, but lowering her eye-lids entirely down, 
or shutting them ‘ close.” When, too, he prints ‘ Vail’d to the ground,’ 
in the preceding part of the same line, he could not have remembered 
how often old compositors absurdly repeated a word, because they saw 
it in another part of the same line. (Dyce’s Marlowe, iii. p. 11.) We 
must inevitably read with modern editors, 


‘ Kneel’d to the ground, vailing her eye-lids close.’” 


1. That I was wrong in printing “veiling her eyelids 
close,” is certain : — the line ought to stand; 


“Vail’d to the ground, vailing her eyelids close.” 


2. That Mr. Collier is wrong in defending the modern 
alteration “‘ Kneel’d to the ground” is equally certain: and I 
the more wonder that he should defend it, because I cited 
ad l., as parallel to the original reading ; 

Q 
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“His jollity is down, vail’d to the ground, sir.” 

Fletcher’s Wife for a Month, act iil. se. 3. 
and also adduced from Marlowe himself two other examples 
of that jingle which he, like the poets of his day, regarded as 
a beauty ; 

‘For Hell and Darkness pitch their pitchy tents.” 
Sec. Part of Tamburlaine. 


“So far’d fair Hero in th’ expugned fort,” &e. 
Hero and Leander. 


LUCRECE. 


| Bene iNT We 
«¢¢ And let thy musty vapours march so thick,’ &e. 


Modern editors (including the Rev. Mr. Dyce), following the later im- 
pressions, have, with Malone, printed ‘ musty’ misty : the context shows 
that ‘musty,’ the word in all the copies of the edition of 1594, is right: 
in the previous part of the stanza we have had ‘rotten damps,’ and ‘ un- 
wholesome airs,’ and ‘musty vapours’ is quite consistent with them. 
‘Misty vapours’ is mere tautology, since vapours are necessarily misty.” 

Here Mr. Collier was rather hasty in determining that 
“¢¢ Misty vapours’ is mere tautology, since vapours are neces- 
sarily misty :’’—he forgot that somewhat earlier in the same 
volume, Venus and Adonis, p. 491, he had printed, without 
objecting to its “ tautology,” 

“His lowering brows o’erwhelming his fair sight, 

Like misty vApouRS when they blot the sky,” &e. 
(Malone’s note on the present line is; “The quarto, by an 
evident error of the press, reads— musty. ‘The subsequent 
copies have — misty. So, before ; 

~ «Muster thy mzsts to meet the eastern light.’ 
Again ; 
4 misty night 

Covers the shame that follows such delight.’ ”) 


Pore: 


** “a watery rigol goes,’ &. 


A Srigol is a cercle. See Vol. iii. p. 506: 
‘That from this golden rigol hath divore’d 
So many English kings,’ 
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In a note upon this passage it is conjectured that the true word may 
have been ringol, or ringle; and that ‘rigol-eyed’ means round-eyed, 
and not wriggle-eyed’ as explained by the Rev. A. Dyce in Middleton’s 
Works, v. p. 536.” 


On Mr. Collier’s mistake about the old spelling “ rigle- 
eyde” (which he here metamorphoses into “ rigol-eyed’’) see 
ante, p 119. 


THE END. 


LONDON: 
PRINTED BY LEVEY, ROBSON, AND FRANKLYN, 
Great New Street and Fetier Lane. 
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trating the Poet’s Biography. All the anecdotes and before been engraved. 
traditions concerning Shakespeare are here, for the first It is the only Life of Shakespeare to be bought 


time collected, and much new light is thrown on his separately from his Works. 


Other Publications illustrative of Shakespeare's Life and Writings. 


MALONE’S Letter to Dr. Farmer (in Reply to Ritson), relative to his Edition ot 
Shakespeare, published in 1790. 8vo, sewed. Is. 

IRELAND’S (W. H.) Miscellaneous Papers and Legal Instruments, from the original 
MSS. (the Shakespeare Forgeries). 8vo, plate. 2s. 6d. 

IRELAND’S (Sam.) Vindication of his Conduct, respecting the Publication of the sup- 
posed Shakespeare MSS., in reply to the Critical Labours of Mr. Malone. 8vo. 1s. 6d. 


IRELAND’S Investigation of Mr. Malone’s Claim to the Character of Scholar or Critic, 
being an Examination of his “Inquiry into the Authenticity of the Shakespeare 
Manuscripts.” 8vo. Is. 6d. 

IRELAND’S (W. Henry) Authentic Account of the Shakesperian Manuscripts, &c. 
(respecting his fabrication of them). 8vo. 1s. 6d. 

COMPARATIVE REVIEW of the Opinions of Jas. BoapEn, in 1795 and in 1796, 
relative to the Shakespeare MSS. 8vo. 2s. 

GRAVES’S (H. M.) Essay on the Genius of Shakespeare, with Critical Remarks on the 
Characters of Romeo, Hamlet, Juliet, and Ophelia. Post 8vo, cloth. 2s. 6d. 
(original price 5s. 6d.) 

WIVELL’S Historical Account of the Monumental Bust of Shakespeare, in the Chancel 
of Stratford-on-Avon Church. 8vo, 2 plates. 1s. 6d. 

IRELAND’S (W. H.) Vortigern, an Historical Play, represented at Drury Lane, April 2, 
1796, as a supposed newly discovered Drama of Shakespeare. New dition, with an 
original Preface, 8vo, facsimile. 1s. 6d. (Original price 3s. 6d.) 

The preface is both interesting and curious, from the additional information it gives respecting the 
Shakespeare Forgeries, containing also the substance of his “Confessions.” 

BOADEN (Jas.) on the Sonnets of Shakespeare, identifying the person to whom they are 
addressed, and elucidating several points in the Poet’s History. 8vo. 1s. 6d. 

TRADITIONARY ANECDOTES OF SHAKESPEARE, collected in Warwickshire m 
1698. 8vo, sewed. 1s. , 

MADDEN’S (Sir F.) Observations on an Autograph of Shakespeare, and the Ortho- 
graphy of his Name. 8vo, sewed. 1s. 

HALLIWELL’S Introduction to “ Midsummer Night’s Dream.” 8vo, cloth. 3s. 

HALLIWELL on the Character of Falstaff. 12mo, cloth. 2s 6d. 

COLLIER’S (J. P.) Reasons for a New Edition of Shakespeare’s Works. 8vo. Is. 

SHAKESPEARH’S LIBRARY.—A Collection of the Romances, Novels, Poems, and 
Histories used by Shakespeare as the foundation of his Dramas, now first collected 
and accurately reprinted from the original Kditions, with Notes, &c. By J.P. CoLLisr. 
2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 10s. 6d. (Original price £1. 15.) 

ACCOUNT of the only known Manuscript of Shakespeare’s Plays, comprising some 
important variations and corrections in the ‘‘Merry Wives of Windsor,” obtained 
from a Playhouse Copy of that Play recently discovered. By J.O. HatniwE Lu. 8vo. Is. 

RIMBAULT’S “Who was ‘Jack Wilson,’ the Singer of Shakespeare’s Stage?” An 
Attempt to prove the identity of this person with John Wilson, Doctor of Music in 
the University of Oxford, a.p. 1644. 8vo. Is. 

SHAKESPEARE’S WILL, copied from the Original in the Prerogative Court, preserv- 
ing the Interlineations and Facsimilies of the three Autographs of the Poet, with a 
few preliminary Observations. By J.O. Harriwern, 4to. Is. 

DYOR’S Remarks on Collier’s and Knight’s Editions of Shakespeare. 8vo, cloth, 4s. 6d. 

A FEW REMARKS on the Emendation “Who smothers her with Painting,” in the 

Play of Cymbeline, discovered by Mr. Cottier, in a Corrected Copy of the Second 

Edition of Shakespeare. By J. O. Hatirwett, F.R.S., &. 8vo. Is. 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


IFE OF Mr. THOMAS GENT, Printer of York, written by himself. 8vo, 
fine portrait, engraved by Aug. Fox, cloth. 2s. 6d. (Original price 9s.) 


The Author of this curious, and hitherto unpublished 
piece of Autobiography, is well known by the several 
works of which he was the author as well as printer. 
The narrative is full, written in an easy and unaffected 
style, interspersed with several pieces of Poctry ; and 
from the number of adventures he went through in 
early life, and the characters and stories incidentally 
introduced, is extremely amusing. His occupation as 


a printer necessarily introduced him to the acquaint- 
ance of wany literary men, and his book abounds 
with notices of Authors, Printers, &c., of the times in 
which he lived; among others occur the names of 
Bishop Atterbury, with whom he relates a singular 
interview, Browne Willis, and Dr. Drake, the historian 
of York, &c. Whe Book requires no encomium to those 
who have read Southey’s “Doctor.” 


ENGLAND'S WORTHIES, under whom all the Civil and Bloody Warres, 
since Anno 1642 to Anno 1647, are related. By John Vicars, Author of “England’s 


Parliamentary Chronicle,” &c., &e. 


Royal 12mo, reprinted in the old style (similar to 


Lady Willoughby’s Diary), with copies of the 18 rare portraits after Hollar, §c., half 


morocco. 5S. 


Copies of the original edition sold £16 to £20. 

The portraits comprise, Robert, Harl of Essex; 
Robert, Earl of Warwick; Lord Montagu, Earl of 
Denbigh, Earl of Stamford, David Lesley, General 


A 


Thomas Strrry, 1641. 
emblems, cloth. 3s 


Fairfax, Sir Thomas Fairfax, O. Cromwell, Skippon, 
Colonel Massey, Sir W. Brereton, Sir W. Waller, 
Colonel Langhorne, General Poyntz, Sir Thos. Middle- 
ton, General Brown, and General Mitton. 


ROT AMONGST THE BISHOPS; ora Terrible Tempest in the Sea 


of Canterbury, set forth in lively emblems, to please the judicious Reader. By 
18mo (A satire on Abp. Laud), four very curious woodcut 


A facsimile of the very rare original edition, which sold at Bindley’s sale for £18. 


(ERE RIGELT 7 iemers of the Life, Writings, and Mechanical Inventions of 


Edmund Cartwright, D.D., F.R.S., inventor of the Power Loom, ge. 
2s. 6d. ‘(original price 10s. 6d.) 


engravings, bds. 


Tt contains some interesting literary hitey, Dr. 
artwright numbering among his correspondents, Sir 
Ww J ones, Crabbe, Sir H. Davy, Fulton, Sir S. Raffles 
Langhorne, and others; he was no mean Poet, as 


Post 8vo, 


his Legendary Tale of “Armine and Elvira” (given 
in the Appendix) testifies; Sir W. Scott says it con- 
tains some excellent poetry, expressed with unusual 
felicity, 


PPORMAN.— The Autobiography and Personal Diary of Dr. Simon Forman, the 


Celebrated Astrologer, 1552-1602, from unpublished MSS. in the Ashmolean Mu- 
seum, Oxford. Edited by J. O. HALLIWELL. Small 4to, sewed. 5s. 


Only 150 copies privately printed. It will form a companion to Dr. Dee’s Diary, printed by the Camden 
Society, who also printed this work, but afterwards suppressed it. 


ae anne from the Literary and Scientific Correspondence of 


Richard Richardson, M.D., F.R.S., of Brierley, Yorkshire. 


Edited by Dawson 


TurNER, Esq. 8v0, pp. 580, portrait and plates of Brierley Hall, cloth. ‘Vs. 6d. 


This is avery interesting volume, and contains much 
curious matter respecting the state and progress of 
Zotany, the study of Antiquities and General Litera- 
ture, &c.,in Great Britain, during the first half of the 


LHe POETRY, AND LETTE 


the Corn Law Rhymer (of Sheffield). 


eighteenth century. It was printed for private cir- 
culation only (at the expense of Miss Currer, of Eshton 
Hall), and copies have found their way into but few 
collections. 


RS of EBENEZER ELLIOTT, 


Edited by his Son-in-Law, Joun Watkins, 


post 8vo, cloth; (an interesting volume). 38. (Original price 7s. 6d.) 
Neots from the Letter-Book of Wintram Scort, Father of the Lords 
Stowell and Eldon, with Notes on their Family History and Pedigree. By M. A. 


Riowarpson. Post 8vo, sewed. 1s. 6d. 


ALCUIN OF BRITAIN.—The Life of Alcuin, the Learned Anglo-Saxon, and 


Ambassador from King Offa, to the Emperor Charlemagne. 
2s. (Original price 6s.) 


Translated by Slee. 12mo, pp. 280, cloth. 


By D. F. Lorznz, 


Wy ESLEY.—n arrative of a Remarkable Transaction in the Harly Life of John 
Wesley, now first printed from a MS. in the British Museum. 8vo, sewed. 2s. 
A very curious love affair between J. W. and his housekeeper; it gives a curious insight into the early economy 

of the Methodists. It is entirely unknown to all Wesley’s biographers. 

MmHE CONNECTION OF WALES with the Early Science of England, 

illustrated in the Memoirs of Dr. Robert Recorde, the first Writer on Arithmetic, 

Geometry, Astronomy, &c., in the English Language. By J. O, Hattiwutn, 8Vvo, 


sewed. Ils. 


sewed. Is. 


J.O. Hattiwetu. S8vo, cloth. 38s. 


Comprising letters of Digges, Dee, Tycho Brahe, 
Lower, Harriott, Lydyatt, Sir W. Petty, Sir C. Caven- 
dish, Brancker, Pell, &c.; also the autobiography of 


LL.D. 8vo, plate. 1s. 


well known picture. 8vo, sewed. 1s. 6d. 


«____ written at three, four, and five o’clock (in the 
morning) by an Octogenary pen, a heart (as Mrs. Lee 
says) twenty-six years old, and as H. L. P. feels it to 
be, all your own.” —Letter V, 8d Feb. 1820. ‘ 

“This is one of the most extraordinary collections 
ef love epistles we have ever chanced to meet with, 
and the well known literary reputation of the lady— 
the Mrs. Thrale, of Dr. Johnson and Miss Burney 


an treble Columns. 12s. 


_ “This is not a mere abridgment of the large Dic- 
tionary, but almost an entirely new work. In this 
compendious one will be found, at a very moderate 


J. Boswortu, D.D. Royal 8vo, bds. 


tionary, and now published separately. 


guage. 
2s. 6d. 


“To those who wish to possess a critical knowledge 
of their own Native English, some acquaintance with 
Anglo - Saxon is indispensable; and we have never 
seen an introduction better calculated than the pre- 
sent to supply the wants of a beginner in ashort space 
e{time. The declensions and conjugations are well 


with Notes for the use of Learners. 


“The author of this Guide seems to have made one 
step in the right direction, by compiling what may be 
pronounced the best work on the subject hitherto 
published in England.”—A¢theneum. 

“Mr. Vernon has, we think, acted wisely in taking 
Rask for his Model; but let no one suppose from the 
title that the book is merely a compilation from the 
work of that philologist. The accidence is abridged 
from Rask, with constant revision, correction, and 
modification; but the syntax, a most important por- 
tion of *be book, is original, and is compiled with great 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


Mi ORLAND.—Account of the Life, Writings, and Inventions of Sir Samuel 
Morland, Master of Mechanics to Charles II. 


By. J. O. HalLiwELn. 8vo, 


(SOLLECTION OF LETTERS on Scientific Subjects, illustrative of the 
Progress of Science in England. Temp. Elizabeth to Charles II. Edited by 


Sir Samuel Morland, from a MS. in Lambeth Palace 
Nat. Tarpoley’s Corrector Analyticus, &c. 
Subscribers £1. 


Sf. DUNSTAN.—The Life and Miracles of St. Dunstan. 


Cost the 


By W. Rosinson, 


CG IDNEY. Brief Memoir of the Life of the Hon. Algernon Sidney (the Patriot) ; 
with his Trial in 1683. By R. C. SIDNEY. 


With outline plate from Stephanoff’s 


Love LETTERS OF MRS. PIOZZI, (formerly Mrs. Thrale, the friend of 


Dr. Johnson,) written when she was Highty, to the handsome actor, William 
Augustus Conway, aged Twenty-seven. 8vo, sewed. 2s. . 


celebrity—considerably enhances their interest. The 
letters themselves it is not easy to characterise; nor 
shall we venture to decide whether they more bespeak 
the drivelling of dotage, or the folly of love; in either 
case they present human nature to us under a new 
aspect, and furnish one of those riddles which no- 
thing yet dreamt of in our philosophy can satisfac- 
torily solve.”—Polytechnic Review. 


A hilslogy and Early English Literature, 


(KOMPEN DIOUS ANGLO-SAXON 
TIONARY. By the Rev. Joseru Boswortu, D.D., F.RB.S., &c. 8vo0, closely printed 


AND ENGLISH DIC- 


Larce Paper. Royal 8vo. (¢o match the next article), cloth, £1. 


price, all that is most practical and valuable in th, 
former expensive edition, with a great accession of new 
words and matter.”—<duthor’s Preface. 


N THE ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH, Germanic, and Scandinavian 
Languages and Nations, with Chronological Specimens of their Languages. By 


£1. 


A new and enlarged edition of what was formerly the Preface to the First Edition of the Anglo-Saxon Dic- 


ANGLO-SAXON DELECTUS ; serving as a first Class-Book to the Lan- 
By the Rev. W. Barnes, B.D., of St. John’s Coll. Camb. 


12mo, cloth, 


stated, and illustrated by references to Greek, the Latin, 
French, and other languages. A philosophical spirit 
pervades every part. The Delectus consists of short 
pieces on various subjects, with extracts from Anglo- 
Saxon History and the Saxon Chronicle. There is a 
good Glossary at the end.”—Atheneum, Oct. 20, 1849. 


UIDE TO THE ANGLO-SAXON TONGUE: on the Basis of Pro- 
fessor Rask’s Grammar ; to which are added, Reading Lessons in Verse and Prose, 
By E. J. Vernon, B.A., Oxon. 


12mo, cloth, 5s. 6d. 


care and skill; and the latter half of the volume con- 
sists of a well-chosen selection of extracts from Anglo- 
Saxon writers, in prose and verse, for the practice of 
the student, who will find great assistance in reading 
them from the grammatical notes with which they are 
accompanied,and from the glossary which follows them. 
This volume, well studied, will enable any one to read 
with ease the generality of Anglo-Saxon writers; and 
its cheapness places it within the reach of every 
class. It has our hearty recommendation.”—Literary 
Gazette. 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


NALECTA ANGLO-SAXONICA.—Selections, in Prose and Verse, from 

Anglo-Saxon Literature, with an Introductory Ethnological Essay, and Notes, 

Critical and Explanatory. By Louis F. Kurpsrern, of the University of Giessen, 2 thick 
vols, post 8vo, cloth. 12s. (original price 18s.) 


Containing an immense body of information on a 
language which is now becoming more fully appre- 
ciated, and which contains fifteen-twentieths of what 
we daily think, and speak, and write. No Englishman, 
therefore, altogether ignorant of Anglo-Saxon, can 


have a thorough knowledge of his own mother-tongue; 
while the language itself, to say nothing of the many 
valuable and interesting works preserved in it, may, 
in copiousness of words, strength of expression, and 
grammatical precision, vie with the modern German, 


PNTRODU CTION TO ANGLO-SAXON READING ; comprising 
ZElfric’s Homily on the Birthday of St. Gregory, with a copious Glossary, &c. By 


L. Laneawey, F.L.S. 12mo, cloth, 2s. 6d. 


Zlfric’s Homily is remarkable for beauty of composition, and interesting as setting forth Augustine’s mission 


to the “ Land of the Angles.” 


ANGLO-SAXON VERSION OF THE LIFE OF ST. GUTHLAC, 
Hermit of Croyland. Printed, for the first time, from a MS. in the Cottonian 


Library, with a Translation and Notes. 
of Catharine Hall, Cambridge. 


| ANGLO - SAXON LEGENDS 


By CHarLEs WYCLIFFE Goopwin, M.A., Fellow 
12mo, cloth, 5s. 


OF ST. ANDREW AND ST. 


VERONICA, now first printed, with English translations on the opposite page. By 


©. W. Goopwin, M.A. 8vo, sewed. 2s. 6d. 


ANGLO-SAXON VERSION OF THE HEXAMERON OF ST. 
BASIL, and the Anglo-Saxon Remains of St. Basil’s Admonitio ad Filium 

Spiritualem ; now first printed from MSS. in the Bodleian Library, with a ‘Translation and 

Notes. By the Rev. H. W. Norman, 8vo, Second EpiTI0N, enlarged, sewed. 4s. 


A NGLO -SAXON VERSION 
at 


OF THE HOLY GOSPELS. 


Edited from the original MSS. By Brensamin Toorpe, F.S.A. Post 8vo, cloth. 


8s. (original price 12s.) 


ANGLO-SAXON VERSION OF THE STORY OF APOLLO- 


NIUS OF TYRE ;—upon which is founded the Play of Pericles, attributed to 
Shakespeare ;—from a MS., with a Translation and Glossary. By Bunsamin THorre. 


12mo, cloth. 4s.6d. (original price 6s.) 


A NAUECTA ANGLO-SAXONICA.—A Selection in Prose and Verse, from 


Anglo-Saxon Authors of various ages, with a Glossary. 


By Bensamin THorrr, 


F.S.A. A new edition, with corrections and improvements. Post 8vo, cloth. 8s. (original 


price 12s.) 


POPULAR TREATISES ON SCIENCE, written during the Middle Ages, 
in Angle-Saxon, Anglo-Norman, and English, Edited by THos. Wricut, M.A, 


8vo, cloth, 3s. 


Contents :—An Angiv-Saxon Treatise on Astronomy 
of the Tentu CENTURY, now first published from a 
MS. in the British Museum, with a Translation; Livre 
des Creatures, by Phillippe de Thaun, now first printed 
with a translation, (extremely valuable to Philologists, 
as being the earliest specimens of Anglo-Norman re- 


FRAGMENT OF ALFRIC’S 


maining, and explanatory of all the symbolical signs 
in early sculpture and painting) ; the Bestiary of Phil- 
lippe de Thaun, with a translation; Yragments on Po- 
pular Science from the Early English Metvical Lives 
of the Saints, (the earliest piece of the kind in the 
English Language.) 


ANGLO-SAXON GRAMMAR, 


Ablfric’s Glossary, and a Poem on the Soul and Body of the XIIth Century, dis- 
covered among the Archives of Worcester Cathedral, By Sir THomas Puituirs, Bart. 


Fol., PRIVATELY PRINTED, sewed. 1s. 6d. 


KELTON’S (John, Poet Laureat to Henry VIII) Poctical Works: the Bowge of 


Court, Colin Clout, Why come ye not to Court? (his celebrated Satire on Wolsey), 
Phillip Sparrow, Elinour Rumming, &e.; with Notes and Life. By the Rev. A. Dycz. 


2 vols, 8vo, cloth. 


“The power, the strangeness, the volubility of his lan- 
enage, the audacity of his satire, and the perfect origin- 
ality of his manner, made Skelton one of the most extra- 
ordinary writers of any age or country.”—Southey. 

“ Skelton is a curious, able, and remarkable writer, 
with strong sense, a vein of humour, and some ima- 
ination; he had a wonderful command of the English 
anguage, and one who was styled, in his tury, by as 


14s. (original price £1. 12s.) 


great a scholar as ever lived (Erasmus), ‘the light 
and ornament of Britain. He indulged very freely 
in his writings in censures on monks and Dominicans; 
and, moreover, had the hardihood to reflect, in no very 
mild terms, on the mannews and life of Cardinal 
Wolsey. We cannot help considering Skelton as an 
ornament of his own time, and a benefactor to thosa 
who come after him.” 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


EMI-SAXON.—The Departing Soul’s Address to the Body, a Fragment of a 
Semi-Saxon Poem, discovered amoung the Archives of Worcester Cathedral, by Sir 


THomMAs Puitiiprs, Bart., with an English Translation by 8. W. SinceEr. 


100 PRIVATELY PRINTED. 2s. 


8vo, only 


ICTIONARY OF ARCHAIC AND PROVINCIAL WORDS, 
Obsolete Phrases, Proverbs, and Ancient Customs, from the Reign of Edward I. 


By James OncuarD HatiiweE Lt, F.R.S., F.S.A., &e. 
of 1000 pages, closely printed in double columns, cloth, a new and cheaper edition. 
It contains above 50,000 words (embodying all the - 


known scattered glossaries of the English language), 
forming a complete key for the reader of our old Poets, 
Dramatists, Theologians, and other authors, whose 
works abound with allusions, of which explanations 


SSAYS 


2 vols, 8vo, containing upwards 
£1. 1s. 


are not to be found in ordinary Dictionaries and books 
of reference. Most of the principal Archaisms are il- 
lustrated by examples selected from early inedited 
MSS. and rare books, and by far the greater portion 
will be found to be original authorities. 


ON THE LITERATURE, POPULAR SUPERSTI- 


TIONS, and History of England in the Middle Ages. By THomas Wriaut, M.A., 


F.R.S. 2 vols. post 8vo, elegantly printed, cloth. 


Contents —Ussay I. Anglo-Saxon: Poetry. II. Anglo- 
Norman Poetry. U1. Chansons de Geste, or Historical 
Romances of the Middle Ages. IV. On Proverbs and 
Popular Sayings. V. On the Anglo-Latin Poets of 
the Twelfth Century. VI. Abelard and the Scholastic 
Philosophy. VIL. On Dr. Grimm’s German Mythology. 
VIL. On the National Fairy Mythology of England. 
IX. On the Popular Superstitions of Modern Greece, 
and their Connexion with the English. X. On Friar 


16s. 


Rush, and the Frolicsome Elves. XI. On Dunlop’s 
History of Fiction. XII. On the History and trans- 
mission of Popular Stories. XIII. On the Poetry of 
History. XIV. Adventures of Hereward the Saxon. 
XV. The Story of Eustace the Monk. XVI. The His- 
tory of Fulke Fitzwarine. XVII. On the Popular Cycle 
of Robin-Hood Ballads. XVIII. On the Conguest of 
Treland by the Anglo-Normans. XIX. On Old English 
Political Songs. XX. On the Scottish Poet, Dunbar. 


ARLY HISTORY OF FREEMASONRY IN ENGLAND. 


Illustrated by an English Poem of the XIVth Century, with Notes. 
Post 8vo, SeconpD EDITion, with a facsimile of the original MS. in the 


HALLIWELL, 
British Museum, cloth. 2s. 6d. 

“The interest which the curious poem, of which 
this publication is chiefly composed, has excited, is 
proved by the fact of its having been translated into 
German, and of its having reached a second edition, 


PPORRENT OF 


By J. O. 


which is not common with such publications. Mr. 
Halliwell has carefully revised the new edition, and 
increased its utility by the addition of a complete and 
correct glossary.”—Literary Gazette. 


PORTUGAL; an English Metrical Romance, now first pub- 


lished, from an unique MS. of the XVth Century, preserved in the Chetham Library 


at Manchester. 
Weber, and Kllis’s publications. 5s. 

“This is a valuable and interesting addition to our 
list of early English metrical romances, and an in- 
dispensable companion to the collections of Ritson, 
Weber, and Ellis.”—Literary Gazette. 

*“‘A literary curiosity, and one both welcome and 
serviceable to the lover of black-lettered lore. Though 
the obsoleteness of the style may occasion sad stum- 


dited by J. O. HaLiiwe1t, &e. 


Post 8vo, cloth, uniform with Ritson, 


bling to a modern reader, yet the class to which 1t 
rightly belongs will value it accordingly; both because 
it is curious in its details, and possesses philological 
importance. To the general reader it presents one 
feature, viz., the reference to Wayland Smith, whom 
Sir W. Scott has invested with so much interest.”— 
Metropolitan Magazine. 


ARROWING OF HELL; a Miracle Play, written in the Reign of Edward 


IT, now first published from the Original in the British Museum, with a Modexn 
Reading, Introduction, and Notes. By James OncHARD HaLLIweEtt, Hsq., F.R.S., F.S.A., 


&e. 8vo, sewed. 2s. 


This curious piece is supposed to be the earliest 
specimen of dramatic composition in the English lan- 
guage; vide Hallam’s Literature of Europe, Vol. 1; 
Strutt’s Manners and Customs, Vol. 11; Warton’s En- 


lish Poetry; Sharon Turner’s England; Co/Jlier’s 
tistory of English Dramatic Poetry, Vol. II, p. 213, 
All these writers refer to the Manuscript. 


il UGA POERTICA 3 Select Pieces of Old English Popular Poetry, illustrating the 
Manners and Arts of the XVth Century. Edited by J. O. Harziwett. Post 8vo, 


only 100 copies printed, cloth. 5s. 


Contents: —Colyn Blowbol’s Testament; the De- 
bate of the Carpenter’s Tools; the Merchant and 
his Son; the Maid and the Magpie; Elegy on 


Lobe, Henry VilIth’s Fool; Romance of Robert of 
Sicily; and five other curious pieces of the same 
kind 


NECDOTA LITERARIA : a Collection of Short Poems in English, Latin, 
and French, illustrative of the Literature and History of England in the XIIIth 
Century ; and more especially of the Condition and Manners of the different Classes of 


Society. By T. Wriaut, M.A., F.S.A., &e. 


8vo, cloth, only 250 printed. ‘7s. 6d. 


POPULAR ERRORS IN ENGLISH GRAMMAR, particularly in 


Pronunciation, familiarly pointed out. 
EDITION, with a coloured frontiswiece of the *‘ Sades Busbeiana.” 64d. 


By Grorcre Jackson. 12mo, Turrp 


John Russell Smith, 36, 


Soho Square, London. 


ARLY MYSTERIES, and other Latin Poems of the XIIth and X1TIth centuries. 


Edited, from original MSS. in the British Museum, and the Libraries of Oxford, 


Cambridge, Paris, and Vienna, by Thos. Wricut, M.A., ¥.S.A.  8vo, dds. 


“Besides the curious specimens of the dramatic 
style of Middle-Age Latinity, Mr. Wright has given 
two compositions in the Narrative Hlegiac Verse (a 
favourite measwre at that period), in the Comecedia 
Babionis and the Geta of Vitalis Blesensis, which form 
a link of connection between the Classical and Middle- 
age Literature; some remarkable Satyrical Rhymes 


As. 6d. 


on the people of Norfolk, written by a Monk of Peter- 
borough, and answered in the same style by John of 
St. Omer; and, lastly, some sprightly and often grace- 
ful songs from a MS. in the Arundel Collection, which 
afford a very favourable idea of the lyric poetry of 
our clerical forefathers.” —Gentleman’s Magazine. 


ARA MATHEMATICA ; or a Collection of Treatises on the Mathematics and 


Subjects connected with them, from ancient inedited MSS. By J. O. HaLLIwELL. 


8vo, SeconD EpITIon, cloth. 3s. 


Contents :—Johannis de Sacro-Bosco Tractatus de 
Arte Numerandi; Method used in England in the 
Fifteenth Century for taking the Altitude of a Steeple; 
Treatise on the Numeration of Algorism; Treatise on 
Glasses for Optical Purposes, by W. Bourne; Johannis 
Robyns de Cometis Commentaria; Two Tables showing 
the time of High Water at London Bridge, and the 


Duration of Moonlight, from a MS. of the Thirteenth 
Century; on the Mensuration of Heights and Dis- 
tances; Alexandri de Villa Dei Carmen de Algorismo ; 
Preface toa Calendar or Almanack for 1430; Johannis 
Norfolk in Artem progressionis summula; Notes on 
Early Almanacks, by the Editor, &c. &c. 


PHILOLOGICAL PROOES of the Original Unity and Recent Origin of the 


Human Race, derived from a Comparison of the Languages of Europe, Asia, Africa, 


and America. 


By A. J. JOHNES. 


8vo, cloth. 


6s. (original price 12s. 6d.) 


Printed at the suggestion of Dr. Prichard, to whose works it will be found a useful supplement. 
MERICANISMS.—A Dictionary of Americanisms. A Glossary of Words and 
Phrases colloquially used in the UnitedStates. ByJ. R. Bartirtt. Thick 8vo, cloth, 12s. 
PHILOLOGICAL GRAMMAR, founded upon English, and framed from a 


comparison of more than Sixty Languages, being an Introduction to the Science of 
Grammar, and a help to Grammars of all Languages, especially English, Latin, and Greek. 
2 guages, esp 3: g ? ) 


By the Rev. W. Barnes, B.D., author of the ‘ Anglo-Saxon Delectus,” 


Dialect,” &c. Post 8vo, im the press. 


* Dorset 


Brobinetal D 


talerts of Cugland, 


BIBLIOGRAPHICAL LIST of all the Works which have been published 


towards illustrating the Provincial Dialects of England. By Joun RussELL SMITH. 


Post 8vo. Ils. 


“Very serviceable to such as aes the study of our provincial dialects, or are collecting works on that 


curious subject. We very cordia 


PALLIWE LL’S 


y recommend it to notice.” —Metropolitan. 


HISTORICAL 


SKETCH OF THE PRO- 


VINCIAL DIALECTS OF ENGLAND. Illustrated by numerous Examples, 
(extracted from theIntroduction to the Dictionary of Archaic and Provincial Words.) 8vo. 2s. 
(GLOSSARY OF PROVINCIAL AND LOCAL WORDS USED 

IN ENGLAND; by F. Grosz, F.S.A.; with which is now incorporated the Sur- 


PLEMENT, by SamvueL Peae@r, F.S.A. Post 8vo, cloth. 


The utility of a Provincial Glossary to all persons de- 
sirous of understanding our ancient poets, is so uni- 
versally acknowledged, that to enter into a proof of it 


As. 6d. 

would be entirely a work of supererogation. Grose 
and Pegge are constantly referred to in Todd’s “John- 
son’s Dictionary.” 


CORNW ALL.—Specimens of Cornish Provincial Dialect, collected and arranged by UNCLE 
JAN TREENOODLE, with some Introductory Remarks and a Glossary by an Antiquarian 
Friend, also a Selection of Songs and other Pieces connected with Cornwall. Post 


8yvo. 


With curious portrait of Dolly Pentreath. Cloth. As. 


CHESHIRE.—Attempt at a Glossary of some words used in Cheshire. By RoGEr 


WILBRAHAM, F.A.S., &c. 


12mo, dds. 2s. 6d. (original price 5s.) 


DEVONSHIRE.—A Devonshire Dialogue in Four Parts, (by Mrs. PALMER, sister to Sur 
Joshua Reynolds,) with Glossary by the Rev. J. PHILLIPPs, of Membury, Devon. 


12mo, cloth. 2s. 6d. 


DORSET.—Poems of Rural Life, in the Dorset Dialect, with a Dissertation and Glossary. 


By the Rey. Witt1am Barnes, B.D. 


royal 12mo, cloth. 10s. 
A fine poetic feeling is displayed through the various 
pieces in this volume; according to some critics no- 
faing has appeared equal to it since the time of 


Srconp Epirion, enlarged and corrected, 


Burns; the “ Gentleman’s Magazine” for December, 
1844, gave a review of the First Edition some pages 
in length. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


DURHAM.—A Glossary of Words used in Teesdale, in the County of Durham. Post 
8vo, with a Map of the District, cloth. 6s. 


“Contains about two thousand words ... It is be- 
lieved the first and only collection of words and 
hrases peculiar to this district, and we hail it there- 
ore as a valuable contribution to the history of lan- 


guage and literature ... the author has evidently 
brought to bear an extensive personal acquaint- 
ance with the common language.” — Darlington 
Times. 


ESSEX.--John Noakes and Mary Styles: a Poem; exhibiting some of the most striking 
lingual localisms peculiar to Essex ; with a Glossary. By Cuaries Cuark, Esq., of 


Great Totham Hall, Essex. 


“The poem possesses considerable humour.—Tait’s 
Magazine. ; 

“A very pleasant trifle”—Literary Gazette. 

“A very clever production.” —LHssex Lit. Journal. 

«Fall of rich humour.” —Zssex Mercury. 

“Very droll.”—Metropolitan. 


Post 8vo, cloth. 2s. 


“ Exhibits the dialect of Essex perfectly.”—Zelectic 
Review. 

“Full of quaint wit and humour.” — Gent.’s May, 
May, 1841. 

“A very clever and amusing piece of local descrip- 
tion.” — Archeologist 


KENT.—Dick and Sal, or Jack and Joan’s Fair: a Doggrel Poem, in the Kentish Dialect. 


Third Edition. 12mo. 6d. 


LANCASHTRE.—Dialect of South Lancashire, or Tim Bobbin’s Tummus and Meary ; 
revised and corrected, with his Rhymes, and aN ENLARGED Guossary of Words and 
Phrases, chiefly used by the rural population of the manufacturing Districts of South 


Lancashire. By SAMUEL BAMFORD. 


12mo, cloth. 


LEICESTERSHIRE Words, Phrases, and Proverbs. 
Master of Market-Bosworth Grammar School. 


3s. 6d. 


By A. B. Evans, D.D., Head 
12mo, eloth. 5s. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE.—The Dialect and Folk-Lore of Northamptonshire : a Glossary 
of Northamptonshire Provincialisms, Collection of Fairy Legends, Popular Super- 


stitions, Ancient Customs, Proverbs, &c. 


cloth. 5s. 


SUSSEX.—A Glossary of the Provincialisms of the County of Sussex. 


Cooper, F.S.A. Post 8vo, 


By Tuomas Srernpera. 12mo, 


By W. Durrant 


SECOND EDITION, ENLARGED, cloth. 5s. 


SUSSEX.—Jan Cladpole’s Trip to ’Merricur in Search for Dollar Trees, and how he got 
rich enough to beg his way home! Written in Sussex Doggerel. 12mo. 6d. 


WESTMORELAND AND CUMBERLAND.—Dialogues, Poems, Songs, and Ballads, 
by various Writers, in the Westmoreland and Cumberland Dialects, now first col- 
lected ; to which is added, a copious Glossary of Words peculiar to those Counties. 


Post 8vo, pp. 408, cloth. 9s. 


£ 


This collection comprises, in the Westmoreland Dia- 
lect, Mrs. Ann Wheeler’s Four Familiar Dialogues, 
with Poems, &c.; and in the Cumberland Dialect, 1. 
Poems and Pastorals by the Rev. Josiah Ralph; II. 
Pastorals, &c., by Ewan Clark; III. Letters from 
Dublin, by a young Borrowdale Shepherd, by Isaac 
Ritson; LV. Poems by John Stagg; V. Poems by Mark 
Lonsdale ; VI. Ballads and Songs by Robert Anderson, 


the Cumbrian Bard (including some now first printed) ; 
VII. Songs by Miss Blamire and Miss Gilpin; VIII. 
Songs by Jolin Rayson; [X. An Extensive icesacy of 
Westmoreland and Cumberland Words. 


All the poetical quotations in “Mr. and Mrs. Sand- 
boy’s Visit to the Great Exhibition,” are to be found 
in this volume. 


WILTSHIRE.—A Glossary of Provincial Words and Phrases in use in Wiltshire, showing 
their Derivation in numerous instances trom the Language of the Anglo-Saxons. By 
JoHN YONGE AKERMAN, Esq., F.S.A. 12mo, cloth. 35, 


YORKSHIRE.—The Yorkshire Dialect, exemplified in various Dialogues, Tales, and 
Songs, applicable to the County; with a Glossary. Post 8vo. 1s. 


“A shilling book worth its money; most of the 
pieces of composition are not only harmless, but good 
and pretty. The eclogue on the death of ‘Awd Daisy,’ 
an outworn horse, is an outpouring of some of the best 


feelings of the rustic mind; and the addresses to 
Riches and Poverty have much of the freedom and 


1 oe of Burns.” — Gentleman’s Magazine, May 


“ORKSHIRE.—The Hallamshire (district of Sheffield) Glossary. By the Rev. Joszpu 
Hunter, author of the History of “Hallamshire,” “South Yorkshire,” &¢. Post 


8vo0, cloth. 4s. (original price 83.) 


YORKSHIRE.—Bairnsla Foak’s Annual, on onny body els as beside fort ’y years 1842 
and 1843, be Tom TREDDLEHOYLE; to which is added the Barnsley and Village 


Record, or the Book of Facts and Fancies, by Nep Not. 


12mo, pp. 100. Is. 


YORKSHIRE.—Sum Thowts abaght Ben Bunt’s Weddin ;—Tom Treddlehoyle’s Thowts 


abaght Nan Bunt’s 
12mo. 64d, 


Chresmas Tea Party, &. Two Pieces, (Barnsley Dialect.) 


John Russell Smith, 86, Soho Square, London. 


Arehacology, 
A ®CHAOLOGICAL INDEX to Remains of Antiquity of the Celtic, Romano- 


British, and Anglo-Saxon Periods, by Joann Yonar AKERMAN, Fellow and Secretary 


of the Society of Antiquaries. 


This work, though intended as an introduction and 
a guide to the study of our early antiquities, will, it is 
hoped, also prove of service as a book of reference to 
the practised Archeologist. The contents are as fol- 
lows: 

Part I. Crutic PERtop. — Tumuli, or Barrows 
and Cairns—Cromelechis—Sepulchral Caves—Rocking 
Stones—Stone Circles, &c. &c.—Objects discovered in 
Celtic Sepulchres —Urns— Beads— Weapons—Imple- 
ments, &c. 

Parr II. Romano-BritisH Pertop.—Tumuli of 
the Romano-British Period—Burial places of the Ro- 
mans — Pavements — Camps — Villas — Sepulchral 
Monuments—Sepulchral Inscriptions—Dedicatory In- 
scriptions—Commemorative Inscriptions — Altars— 
Urns — Glass Vessels — Fibulze — Armillee — Coins— 
Coin-moulds, &c. &ce. 

Part III. AneLo-Saxon PERtop.—Tumuli —De- 
tailed List of Objects discovered in Anglo-Saxon Bar- 


8vo, illustrated with numerous engravings, convprising 
upwards of five hundred objects, cloth. 15s. 


rows—Urns—Swords—Spears—Knives—Umbones of 
Shields — Buckles — Fibulee — Bulle — Hair Pins — 
Beads, &c. &c. &e. &e. 

The IviInrRARY of ANTONINUS (as far as relates to 
Brita). The Geographical Tables of ProLEmy, the 
Norirta, and the lrrneRARY of RICHARD of CIREN- 
CESTER, together with a classified Index of the con- 
tents of the ARCH MOLOGIA (Vols. i to xxxi) are given 
in ‘an Appendix. 


“One of the first wants of an incipient Antiquary, 
is the facility of comparison, and here it is furnished 
him at one glance. The plates, indeed, form the most 
valuable part of the book, both by their number and 
the judicious selection of types 2nd examples which 
they contain. It is a book which we can, on this ac- 
count, safely and warmly recommend to all who are 
interested in the antiquities of their native land.”’— 
Literary Gazette. 


EMAINS OF PAGAN SAXONDOM, principally from Tumuli in En- 


gland, drawn from the originals. 


Described and Illustrated by J. Y. AKERMAN, 


F.S.A. 4to, PuprisHine In Parts at 2s. 6d. each. 
>] 


IRECTIONS FOR 


THE PRESERVATION OF ENGLISH 


ANTIQUITIES, especially those of the Three First Periods; or Hints for the In- 


experienced. By J. Y. AKERMAN. 


A small tract for distribution, at one shilling per dozen, useful to give te excavators, ploughmen, &c., who are 


apt to destroy articles they find if not of precious metal. 


CIATION JOURNAL. 8°0, vols. 2, 3, 4 


RCHAOLOGICAL ASS 


5,6. £1. 1s. each; and vol. 7 just completed, with an ewtra quantity of letter-press 


and plates. £1. 11s. 6d. 


J.R. Smith having been appointed Publisher to the Archeological Association, their Publications may be 


had of him in future. 


PRITISH ARCHMOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION .—A Report of the 


Proceedings of the British Archeological Association, at the Worcester Session. 


August, 1848. By A. J. DuNKIN. 


Thick 8vo, with engravings, cloth. 


ies 


ARTO"WV WoO pr . Q ¢ j ; ; 
ERBATIM REPORT of the Proceedings at a Special General Meeting of th. 
British Archeological Association, held at the Theatre of the Western Literary 


Institution, 5th Marcl., 1845, T. J. Pettigrew, Hsq., in the Chair. 
ls. 6d. 


by THomas WRIGHT. 8vo, sewed. 


With an Introduction 


A succinct history of the division between the Archeological Association and Institute. 


ANTIQUARIAN ETCHING CLUB.—tThe Publications of the Anti- 


quarian Etching Club, for the year 1849, consisting of 54 plates of Churches, Fonts, 


Castles, and other Antiquarian objects. Ato, 
for the year 1850, containing 66 plates. 


for the year 1851, containing 70 plates. 


THE ANTIQUITIES OF DERBYSHIRE, 


ESTIGES OF 


boards. 8s. 


4to, dds. 10s. 
Ato, bds. 10s. 


and the Sepulchral Usages of its Inhabitants, from the most Remote Ages to the 


Reformation. 


By Tuomas Bateman, Esq., of Yolgrave, Derbyshire. 


In one handsome 


vol. 8vo, with numerous woodcuts of Tumuli and their contents, Crosses, Tombs, &c., 


cloth. 15s. 


1848 


N ESSAY ON THE ROMAN VILLAS of the Augustan Age, their 


+ Architectural Disposition and Enrichments, and on the remains of Roman Domes 


tic Edifices discovered in Great Britain. 


4s. 6d. (original price 8s.) 


By Tuomas Movutg. 


8vo, 2 plates, clota, 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


RE LIQUIA ANTIQUIZA EBORACENSIS, or Relics of Antiquity, relat. 


ing to the County of York. By W. Bowman, of Leeds, assisted by several eminent 


Antiquaries, 


4to, with engravings, publishing in Quarterly Paris. 


2s. 6d. each. 


HE ROMAN WALL: an Historical, Topographical, and Descriptive Account 

of the Barrier of the Lower Isthmus, extending from the Tyne to the Solway, 
deduced from numerous personal surveys. By the Rev. Joan Cottinewoop Brucr, F.8.A., 
Thick 8vo, SEconD ano Enuancep Hvirion, with 40 plates and 200 woodcuts, a hand 


some volume, half morocco. 


“ Following the impulse ofa fresh interest in remains 
of the Roman age, recently excited amongst English 
Archeclogists,Mr. Bruce has now supplied a desidera- 
tum in Antiquarian literature, by producing a Treatise, 
in which he has happily combined much of the in- 
formation gathered by previous writers, with a mass 
of original and personal observations.”—Journal of 
the Archeological Institute, Vol viii, p. 105. 

“The Roman Wall is a very elaborate and pains- 
taking work, on one of the most interesting of British 
antiquities. Mr. Bruce is a man of learning, whether 
as regards Roman history, in connection with Britain, 


RRELIQUIA ISURIANA: 


£1. 1s.—A few Copies on Lar@e Papnr, 4to, £2. 2s. 


or the works of Archeeologists upon our Roman re 
mains, especially those which relate to his immediate 
subject.’—Spectator. 

“In taking leave of Mr. Bruce’s work, we may express 
a hope that our brief notice of some of its attractions 
may promote its circulation. ‘The author’s style ren- 
ders 1t highly readable, the facts he has collected will 
make it useful for reference, and its portability, and 
the clear arrangement of the subject-matter, should 
introduce it as a companion to all who may desire to 
study fully one of the noblest monuments of our 
country.”’—Genitleman’s Magazine. 


the Remains of the Roman Isurium, now Ald- 


borough, near Boroughbridge, Yorkshire, illustrated and described. By Hzenry 


EcRoyD SMITH. 


Royal 4to, with 37 wlates, cloth. 


nepley iy 


The Same, WITH THE MOSAIC PAVEMENTS COLOURED, cloth. £2. Qs. 


The most highly illustrated work ever published on a Roman Station in England. 


PESCRIPTION OF A ROMAN BUILDING, and other Remains, dis- 


covered at CAERLEON, in Monmouthshire. 
Bs 
eve 


interesting Etchings by the Author, sewed. 


By J. E. Ler. Imperial 8vo, with 20 


OTITIA BRITANNLA,, or an Inquiry concerning the Localities, Habits, Con- 
dition, and Progressive Civilization of the Aborigines of Britain; to which is 
appended a brief Retrospect of the Results of their Intercourse with the Romans. By 


W. D. Saurt, F.S,A., F.G.S8., &e. 


8v0, engravings. 


8s. 6d. 


A BCHAOLOGIST AND JOURNAL OF ANTIQUARIAN 
SCIENCE. Edited by J.O. Hatrrwety. 8vo, Nos. I to X, comprers, with 
Index, pp. 420, with 19 engravings, cloth, reduced from 10s. 6d. to 5s. 6d. 


Containing original articles on Architecture, His- 
torical Literature, Round Towers of Ireland, Philo- 
logy, Bibliography, Topography, Proceedings of the 


HPumismatics, 


various Antiquarian Societies, Retrospective Re- 
ele and Reviews of recent Antiquarian Works 
ce 


_ 


[NTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF ANCIENT AND 
MODERN COINS. By J. Y. Axurman, Secretary of the Society of Antiquaries. 
oolscap 8vo, with numerous Wood Engravings from the original coins, (an excellent 


introductory book,) cloth. 6s. 6d. 


Contents: Srcr.1.—Origin of Coinage.—Greek 
Regal Coins. 2. Greek Civic Coins. 8. Greek Im- 
perial Coins. 4. Origin of Roman Coinage—Consular 
Coins. 5. Roman Imperial Coins. 6. Roman British 
Coins. 7. Ancient British Coinage. 8. Anglo-Saxon 
Coinage. 9. English Coinage from the Conquest. 10. 


Scotch Coinage. 11. Coinage of Ireland. 12. Ane 
Gallic Coins. 13. Continental Money in the Midshe 
Ages. 14. Various representatives of Coinage. 15. 
Forgeriesin Ancient and Modern Times. 16. Table 
of Prices of English Coins realized at Public Sales. 


(PRADESMEN” S TOKENS struck in London and its Vicinity, from 1648 to 


1671, described from the originals in the British Museum, &e. 
F.S.A. 8vo0, with 8 plates of numerous examples, cloth. 


cloth. £1. Is. 

This work comprises a list of nearly three thousand 
Tokens, and contains occasional illustrative topo- 
graphical and antiquarian notes on persons, places, 


By J. Y. Axerman, 
15s.—LaRGE Paper, in 4to, 


streets, old tavern and coffee-house signs, &c., &c. 
with an introductory account of the causes which led 
to the adoption of such a currency, 


ANCIENT COINS OF CITIES AND PRINCES, Geographically 


Arranged and Described, Hispania, Gatiia, Briranyia. By J. Y. AKERMAN, 
S.A. 8vo, with engravings of many hundred coins from actual examples, cloth, 18s. 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


COs OF THE ROMANS RELATING TO BRITAIN, 


Described and Illustrated. By J. Y. Akerman, F.S.A. Sxconp Epirion, greatly 


enlarged, 8vo, with plates and woodcuts. 


The “Prix de Numismatique” was awarded by the 
French Institute to the author for this work. 

“Myr, Alerman’s volume contains a notice of every 
known variety, with copious illustrations, and is pub- 


10s. 6d. 


lished at avery moderate price; it should be consulted, 
not merely for these particular coins, but also for facts 
most valuableto all who are interested in the Romano- 
British History.”—<Archeological Journal. 


N UMISMATIC ILLUSTRATIONS of the Narrative Portions of the NEW 
a TESTAMENT. By J. Y. Azurman. 8vo, numerous woodcuts from the original 
coins in various public and private collections, cloth. 6s. 


* Aycheology is under a peculiar obligation to 
Mr. Akerman. To him more than to any other living 
man, is due the praise of having converted multitudes 
to the love of antiquarian research. To him weallowe 
the pleasant debt of an instructive acquaintance, not 
only with the beautiful money of Ancient Greece and 
Rome, but with the once barbarous, though not less 
interesting, coins of our earliest history. And to him 
now especially, the cause of religion can bring its tri- 


NUMISMATIC CHRONICLE 
NUMISMATIC SOCIETY. Edited by J. Y. AkERMAN. 


at 3s. 6d. per Number. 


This is the only repertory of Numismatic intelli- 
gence ever published in England. 
It contains papers on coins and medals, of all ages 


pute of commendation for light thrown upon Holy 
Writ, through the medium of “the unrighteous Mam- 
mon.” The New Testament has, it appears, in the 
compass of the Gospels and Acts, no less than 382 
allusions to the coinage of Greece, Rome, and Judea; 
and these beautifully engraved, and learnedly de- 
scribed, give Mr. Akerman an opportunity of serving 
the good cause of truth in the way of his peculiar 
avocation.’—Church of England Journal. 


AND JOURNAL OF THE 
Published Quarterly 


and countries, by the first Numismatists of the day, 
both English and Foreign. 
Odd parts to complete sets. 


ls. 6d. 


pp OF TOKENS ISSUED BY WILTSHIRE TRADESMEN, 


in the Seventeenth Century, 


By J. Y. AKERMAN, 


8vo, plates, sewed. 


ECTURES ON THE COINAGE OF THE GREEKS AND 
ROMANS, Delivered in the University of Oxford. By Epwarp Carpwett, D.D., 
Principal of St. Alban’s Hall, and Pr fessor of Ancient History. 8vo, cloth. 4s. 


(original price 8s. 6d.) 


A very interesting historical volume, and written in a pleasing and popular manner. 


AN OLLA PODRIDA, or Scraps Numismatic, Antiquarian, and Literary. By 
Ricwarp SarnrHitt, Esq., of Cork. Royal 8vo, many plates and portraits, @ 
handsome volume, PRIVATELY PRINTED, cloth. £1. 11s. 6d. 


Containing Letters on the coinage of 1816; Memoir 
of Tomas Wyon, jun.; on the Coronation and Guild- 
hall Medals; Russian Medals; Coins found at Bea- 
worth; Short and Long-Cross Pennies of Henry VII; 
Dublin Groats; Three Crowns, the ancient Arms of 


Ireland; Coins of the Mint of Exeter; Coins of Henry 
{II; Saxon and Anglo-Norman Coins; attempt to 
locate Coins unappropriated by Ruding; and other 
papers on Coins and Topegraphical and Genealogical 
subjects. 


BSERVATIONS ON A UNIQUE CUFIC GOLD COIN of the 


Fatimite Dynasty. By L. Lozws. 


Svo, engraving, sewed. Is. 


PAN Book OF ENGLISH COINS, from the Conquest to Victoria, 


By L. JEwItT. 


12mo, 11 plates, cloth. 1s. 


- ISTORY OF THE COINS OF CUNOBELINE and of the ANCIENT 


BRITONS. By the Rev. Bzare Posse. 8vo, with numerous plates and woodcuts, 


cloth. Inthe Press. 


Tonograpyp. 


JOURNEY TO BERESFORD HALL, IN 
Esq., the celebrated Author and Angler. 
late Keeper of the Prints in the British Museum, 


the Seat of CHartEs Coron, 
W. Apexanper, F.S.A., F.LS., 


DERBYSHIRE, 
By 


Crown 4to, printed on tinted paper, with a spirited frontispiece, representing Walton and 


his adopted Son Cotton in the Fishing-house, 


and vignette title page, cloth, 5s. 


Dedicated to the Anglers of Great Britain and the various Walton and Cotton Clubs; only 100 printed. 


RAPHIC AND HISTORICAL SKETCH of the Antiquities of Totnes, 


By W. Corson, F.S,A. 


Devon. 


price 10s. 6d.) 


Small 4to, fine woodcuts, cloth. 


6s, (originat 


Valuable and Inieresting Books, Published or Sold by 


Ce Coliegii Jesu Cantabrigiensis 4 J. SHERMANNO, olim 


ee " “* . T Nee seat (Gee By Py) Me 
pres. ejusdem Collegii. Edita J. O. WaLniwELL. Svo, cloth. as. 


Ek ISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES of the County of Hereford. By the 


Rev. Jonn Duncums. 2 vols, 4to, portraits and plates, bds. £1. 4s. (original 
price £5. 5s.) 


HELPS TO HEREFORD HISTORY, Civil and Legendary, in an Ancient 
Account of the Ancient-Cordwainers’ Company of the City, the Mordiford Dragon, 
and other Subjects, By J.D. Devuin. 12mo, cloth (@ curious volume). 8s. 6d. 


“* Aseries of very clever papers.”—spectator. ; ‘ a r 
“A little work full of Antiquarian information, presented in a pleasing and popular form.”—WNonconformist. 


H ISTORY OF PORTSMOUTH, PORTSEA, LANDPORT, 
SOUTHSEA, and GOSPORT. By Henry S1rieut, Esq. 8vo, Third Edition, 
sbd. As. 


NOTES ON THE CHURCHES in the Counties of KENT, SUSSEX, and 
1 SURREY, mentioned in Domesday Book, and those of more recent date, with some 
Account of the Sepulchral Memorials and other Antiquities, By the Rev. ArTHuR 
Hussty. Thick 8vo, FINE PLATES, cloth. 18s. 


i ENTISH CUSTOMS.—Consuetudines Kancie. A History of GavELxrnp, 


and other Remarkable Customs, in the County of Kent. By Cnartzs Sanpys, 
Hsq., F.S.A. (Cantianus). Illustrated with facimilies, a very handsome volume, cloth. 15s. 


HISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF RICHBOROUGH, 
RECULVER, AND LYMNH, in Kent. By C. R. Roacu Smiru, Esq., F.8.A., 
Small 4to, with many engravings on wood and copper, by F. W. Farruoxt, cloth. £1. 1s. 


“No antiquarian volume could display a trio of here represented—Roach Smith, the ardent explorer; 
names more zealous, successful, and intelligent, on Fairholt, the excellent illustrator; and Rolfe, the 
the subject of Romanc-British remains, than the three —_ indefatigable collector.”—Literary Gazette. 


FAISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF DARTFORD, in Kent 


with incidental Notices of Places in its Neighbourhood. By J. Dunxry, Author 
of tho ‘' History of the Hundreds of Bullington and Ploughley, in Oxfordshire;” “ History 
of Bicester ;” “History of Bromley,” &¢, 8vo, 17 plates, cloth. Only 150 printed. 
21s. 


HISTORY OF THE TOWN OF GRAVESEND, in Kent, and of the 
Port of London. By BR. P. Crupen, late Mayor of Gravesend. Royal 8vo, 37 
fine plates and woodcuts, a very handsome volume, cloth. 10s. ( original price £1. 8s.) 


CCOUNT OF THE ROMAN AND OTHER ANTIQUITIES 
discovered at Springhead, near Gravesend, Kent. By A.J. Dunxiy. 8vo, plates, 

(only 100 printed,) cloth. 6s. 6d. 
History OF ROMNEY MARSH , in Kent, from the time of the Romans 


to 1833, with a Dissertation on the original Site of the Ancient Anderida. By W. 
Hoztnoway, Hsq., author of the “ History of Rye.” 8vo0, witk Maps and plates, cloth. 12s. 


(URETICAT DISSERTATION on Professor Willis’s “ Architectural History 


of Canterbury Cathedral.” By C. Sanpys, of Canterbury. 8vo. 2s. 6d. 


_,“ Written in no quarrelsome or captious spirit; the serious errors throughout. It may be considered as 
highest compliment is paid to Professor Willis, where an indispensable companion to his volume, containine 
itis due. But the author has made out a clear case, a great deal of extra information of a very curious 


in some very important instances, of inaccuracies that kind,”—drt-Union. 
have led the learned Professor into the construction of 

TRehamye ] > ° 
fro LKESTONE FIERY SERPENT, together with the Humours of the 
: Dovor Mayor; being an Ancient Ballad, full of Mystery and pleasant Conceit, 
now first collected and printed from the various MS. copies in possession of the in- 
habitants of the South-east coast of Kent; with Notes. 12mo. 1s. 


H AND-BOOK OF LEICESTER. By James Tompson. -12mo, Second 
Hdition, woodcuts, bds. 2s. 

HISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF THE ISLE OF AXHOLME, 
in Lincolnshire. By the Venerable AncuDEACON SToNEHOUSE. Thick 4to, FINE 

PLATES 18s. (original price £3. 3s.) 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


Tete 


EP IsTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF GAINSBOROUGH, wn Lin- 
+ colnshire. By ADAM Starx. Thick 8vo, SeconD EDITION, GREATLY ENLARGED, 
cloth. 9s. (original price £1. 1s.)—Larce Paper, royal 8vo, cloth. 14s. 


- ISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF THE TOWN OF LAN. 
CASTER. Compiled from Authentic Sources. By the Rev. Roperr Srupson. 
8vo, cloth. 8s. 


EMORIALS OF THE VICARAGE HOUSE AND GARDEN 
5: OF ALL SAINTS, King’s-Lynn; with a List of the Vicars, and a quantity of 
other useful information. By J. N. Coapwicx. 8vo, four engravings, sewed. 2s. 6d. 


D ESCRIPTIVE ACCOUNT OF THE RUINS OF LIVEDEN, 

near Oundle, Northamptonshire; with Historical Notices of the Family of Tresham, 
and its connection with the Gunpowder Plot. By THomas BreLy. ow plates and 
Tresham Pedigree. Ato. 6s. 


EPRINTS OF RARE TRACTS, and Imprints of Ancient Manuscripts, &c., 
chiefly illustrative of the History and Biography of the Northern Counties. Bzav- 
TIFULLY PRINTED on thick paper, with facsimile titles, mitial letters in colours, &c., 
FORMING 7 VOLS., post 8vo, COMPLETE, with general titles and contents, bds. £5. 5s. 
(original price £7. 7s.) 

This Collection comprises no less than 62 Tracts of the most interesting kind, edited by M. A. Richardson, 
assisted by several antiquaries in the northern counties. Only 100 copies of the Collection were printed, which 
are all sold by the printer. 

IVER TYNE.—Plea and Defence of the Mayor and Burgesses of Newcastle 

against the Malevolent accusations of Gardiner, (author of “ England’s Grievance 

on the Coal Trade,”) 1653; with Appendix of Unpublished Documents respecting the 
River Tyne. By M. A. Ricwarpson. 8vo, (only 150 printed.) 2s. 


TRHOPOGRAPHICAL MEMORANDUMS for the County of Oxford. By 


Sir GREGORY Pace TurNER, Bart. 8vo, bds. 2s. 


Nee ee OF THE HISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF 
ISLIP, Oxon. By J. O. HaLtiwELL. 8&vo, (only 50 printed,) sewed. Is. 


FysToRy OF BANBURY, in Oxfordshire; including Copious Historical and 

Antiquarian Notices of the Neighbourhood. By Atrrep Brrstzy. Thick 8vo, 
684 closely printed pages, with 60 woodcuts, engraved in the first style of art, by O. Jewett, 
of Oxford. 14s. (original price £1. 5s.) 


“The neighbourhood of Banbury is equally rich in author has collected a great body of local information 


British, Roman, Saxon, Norman, and English Anti- of the most interesting kind. By no means the least 
quities, of all which Mr. Beesley has given regularly valuable part of Mr. Beesley’s work, is his account 
cleared accounts. Banbury holds an important place of the numerous interesting early churches, which 
in the history of the Parliamentary War of the Seven- characterize the Banbury district.”— The Archeo- 
teenth Century, and was the scene of the great Battle logist. 

of Edgehill, and of the important fight of Cropredy Odd Parts to complete copies, ls. 6d. instead of 


Bridge. Relating to the events of that period, the 2s. 6d. 

FEISTORY OF WITNEY, with Notices of the Neighbouring Parishes and 
Hamlets in Oxfordshire. By the Rev. Dr. Gizzs, formerly Fellow of C. C., Oxford. 

8vo, plates, cloth, (only 150 printed.) 6s. 

LYISTORY OF THE PARISH AND TOWN OF BAMPTON, 
in Oxfordshire, with the District and Hamlets belonging to it. By the Rev. 

Dr. Gitzs. 8vo, plates, SEconD Epition, cloth. 7s. 6d. 


. } TT ; 
CONBERGE MEMORIAL.—An Account of Henry Fauconberge, LL.D. 
-{ - ee £5 On, 5] 
of Beccles, in Suffolk, and of the endowment provided by his will to encourage 
Learning and the Instruction of Youth; with Notes and Incidental Biographical Sketches. 
By 8. W. Rix. Pot 4to, very nicely got up, with 30 engravings of Old Houses, Seals, 
Autographs, Arms, &e., bds. 5s.—Larcz Paver, 7s. 6d. (VERY FEW COPIES PRINTED.) 


Contents.—Fauconberges of Olden Time. II. Fau- Memcir of Robert Sparrow, Esq. Memoir of Dr. Joseph 
conberge of Beccles. ILI. Fauconberge Endowment. Arnold (by Dawson Turner, of Yarmouth), Particulars 
IV. Fauconbergeand Leman. V. Appendix, Pedigregs, of the Fauconberge Trust Estate, &c. &c. 


USSEX ARCH AOLOGICAL COLLECTIONS, illustrating the His- 
tory and Antiquities of the County, published by the Sussex Archeological Society. 

Svo, plates and woodcuts, cloth. Vol. 1, 10s.; Vol. U1, 15s.; Vol. III, 10s.; Vol, IV, 14s.; 
Vol. V, 14s. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


USSEX GARLAND ; a Collection of Ballads, Sonnets, Tales, Elegies, Songs, 


Epitaphs, &c., illustrative of the County :f Sussex, with Notices, Historical, 


Biographical and Descriptive. 


USSEX MARTYRS: 


By James Taytol, 


their Examinations and Cruel Burnings in the time of 


Post 8vo, Engravings, cloth. 12s. 


Queen Mary; comprising the interesting Personal Narrative of Richard Woodman, 


+ 23 


extracted from ‘ Hoxe’s Monuments ; 
sewed. 1s. 


VE k ATIWa 
( {HURCHES 


J 84 plates, 4to, a handsome volume, cloth. 


with Notes. 


By M. A. Lower, M.A. 12mo, 


OF SUSSEX, drawn by R. H. Niszs, with Descriptions. 


£2. 2s. 


History AND ANTIQUITIES OF THE ANCIENT PORT 
- AND TOWN QF RYE, in Sussex, compiled from Original Documents. By 


Winttam Hottoway, Esq. 


Thick 8vo, (ONLY 200 PRINTED,) cloth. 


Limis: 


FISTORY OF WIN CHELSEA, in Sussex. By W. Durrant CooPER, ES.A. 


ae 
i Svo. fine plates and woodcuts. 


7s. 6d. 


(CU HRONICLE OF BATTEL ABBEY, in Sussex; originally compiled in 
Latin by a Monk of the Establishment, and now first translated, with Notes, and an 
Abstract of the subsequent History of the Abbey. By Marx Antony Lower, M.A. 


8vo, with iliustrations, cloth. 9s. 

“Tt will be found to contain a real and living pic- 
ture of the manuers and customs, the modes of thought 
and speech prevalent in the times ot whichitis the 
record. Mr. Lower has well discharged his office of 
translator and editor.”—Guardian. 

“In no respect less interesting than Jocelin de 
Brakelond’s famous Chronicle of Bury S$. Edmund’s 
Abbey.” —Lit. Gaz. 


“ Mr. Lower has added to the completeness of the 
book by a summary sketch of the History of the 
Abbey, and its succession of Abbots from the time 
when the Chronicle terminates to the period of the 
dissolution. Various intelligent notes, as. well as the 
general style of the translation, are highly cre- 
ditable to his care and skill as editor.” —Gvutleman’s 
Magazine. 


ESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE OF THE ORIGINAL CHAR- 
TERS, GRANTS, DONATIONS, &c., constituting the Muniments of Battel 


AAs 


Abbey, also the Papers of the Montagus, Sidneys, and Websters, embodying many highly 
interesting and valuable Records of Lands in Sussex, Kent, and Essex, with Preliminary 


Memoranda of the Abbey of Battel, and Historical Particulars of the Abbots. 


234 PAGES, cloth. ONLY ls. 6d. 


8vo, 


ft AND-BOOK TO LEWES, in Sussex, Historical and Descriptive; with 


Notices of the Recent Discoveries at the Priory. 


12mo,.many engravings, cloth. 1s. 6d. 


(\HRONICLES OF PEVENSEY, im Sussex. By M. A. Lowzr, 


woodcuts. Is. 


By Mark Antony Lowez. 


12mo, 


E URSTMONCEUX CASTLE AND ITS LORDS. By the Rev. B. 


VENABLES. (Reprinted foom Vol. IV of the Sussex Archeological Collections.) 


8vo, many engravings, sewed, 3s.; cloth 4s. 


I JOTES ON THE ANTIQUITIES OF TREVES, MAYENCE, 
VEISBADEN, NEIDERBIEBER, BONN, and COLOGNE. By Cuanrtzs 
Roacu Smiru, F.S.A. (Reprinted from Vol. IT of the “ Collectanea Antiqua.”) 8vo, with 


Ts. 6d. 


many engravings. 


NNALS AND LEGENDS OF CALAIS; with Sketches of Enigré 


Notabilities, and Memoir of Lady Hamilton. 
of “‘ Rambles in Sweden and Gottland,” &e. &e. 


cloth. 5s. 


Principal Contents:—History of the Siege by Ed- 
ward III. in 1346-7, with a Roll of the Commanders 
and their Followers present, from a contemporary MS. 
in the British Museum; The Allotment of Lands and 
Houses to Edward’s Barons; Calais as an English 
Borough; List of the Streets and Householders of the 
same; Henry VI1Ith’s Court there; Cardinal Wolsey 
and his Expenses; the English Pale, with the Names 
of Roads, Farmsteads, and Villages in the English Era; 
the Siege of Therouenne and Tournai; the Pier of 
‘valais; Pros and Cons of the Place; the Hoétel 

bessin; Sterne’s Chamber; Churches of Notre Dame 

id St, Nicholas; the Hétel de Ville; Ancient Staple 

ull; The Chateau and Murder of the Duke of Glou- 


By Rosrrr Beit Carron, author 
Post 8vo, with frontispiece and vignette, 


cester; the Courgain; the Field of the Cloth of Gold; 
Notice of the Town and Castle of Guisnes, and its sur- 
prise by John de Lancaster; the town and Seigneurie 
of Ardres; the Sands and Duelling; Villaces and 
Chateau of Sangatte, Coulonge, Mark, Eschalles and 
Hammes; Review of the English Occupation of Calais; 
its Re-capture by the Duke de Guise; the lower Town 
and its Lace Trade; our Commercial Relations with 
France; —Emigré Notabilities; Charles and Harry 
Tufton, Capt. Dormer and Ldth Jacquemont, Beau 
Brummell, Jemmy Urquhart and his friend Faun- 
tleroy, “‘ Nimrod,” Berkeley Craven, Mytton, Duchess 
ee Kingston; a new Memoir of Lady Hamilton, &e. 
-8, 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


MOAT SAINT-MICHEL.—Histoire et Description de Mont St. Michel en 


Normandie, texte, par Hericher, dessins par Bouet publiés par Bourdon. 


Folio, 


150 pp., and 13 beautiful plates, executed in tinted lithography, leather back, uncut. £2, 2s, 


A handsome volume, interesting to the Architect and Archeologist. 


ENOA; with Remarks on the Climate,. and its Influence upon Invalids. 
12mo, cloth. 4s. 


Henry Jones Bunnett, M.D. 


By 


Weralory, Genealogy, and Surnames. 
URIOSITIES OF HERALDRY, with Illustrations from Old English 


. e ° a 
Writers. By Mark Antony Lower, M.A., Author of “Essays on English Sur- 
names;” with illuminated Title-page, and numerous engravings from designs by the Author. 


8vo, cloth. 14s. 


“The present volume is truly a worthy sequel (to 
the ‘SURNAMES’)in the samecurious and antiquarian 
line, blending with remarkable facts and intelligence, 
such a fund of amusing anecdote and illustration, that 
the reader is almost surprised to find that he has 
learned so much, whilst he appeared to be pursuing 
mere entertainment. ‘The text is so pleasing that we 
scarcely dream of its sterling value; and it seems as if 
in unison with the woodcuts, which so cleverly explain 
its points and adorn its various topics, the whole de- 
sign were intended for a relaxation from study, rather 


than an ample exposition of an extraordinary and uni- 
versal custom, which produced the most important 
effect upon the minds and habits of mankind.” — 
Literary Gazette. 

“Mr. Lower’s work is both curious and instructive, 
while the manner of its treatment is so inviting and 
popular, that the subject to which it refers, which 
many have hitherto had too good reason to consider 
meagre and unprofitable, assumes, under the hands of 
the writer, the novelty of fiction with the importance 
of historical truth.” —dthenaum. 

T 


EDIGREES OF THE NOBILITY AND GENTRY OF HERT- 


FORDSHIRE. By Witi1am Burry, late, and for fifteen years, Registering Clerk 
in the College of Arms, author of the “Encyclopedia Heraldica,” &c. &c. Folio, (only 


vk 


125 printed.) £1. 5s. (original price £3. 10s.) 


GENEALO GICAL 


AND HERALDIC 


mre 
seed 


HISTORY OF 


EXTINCT AND DORMANT BARONETCIES of England, Ireland, and Scot- 
land. By J. Burxer, Esq. Medium 8vo, Seconp Epirion, 638 closely printed pages, im 
double columns, with about 1000 arms engraved on wood, fine portrait of Jamzs I, and 


élluminated title-page, cloth. 

This work engaged the attention of the author for 
several years, comprises nearly a thousand families, 
many of them amongst the most ancient and eminent 
in the kingdom, each carried down to its represent- 


10s, (original price £1. 8s.) 


ative or representatives still existing, with elaborate 
and minute details of the alliauces, achievements, and 
fortunes; generation after generation, from the earliest 
to the latest period. 


NGLISH SURNAMES. An Essay on Family Nomenclature, Historical, 
Etymological, and Humorous; with several illustrative Appendices. By Mark 
Antony Lower, M.A. 2 vols., post 8vo, Tutrp EDITION, ENLARGED, woodcuts, cloth. 


12s. 

This new and much improved Wdition, besides a 
great enlargement of the Chapters, contained in the 
previous editions, comprises several that are entirely 
new, together with Notes on Scottish, Irish, and 
Norman Surnames. The “Additional Prolusions,” 
besides the articles on Rebuses, Allusive Arms, and 
the Roll of Battel Abbey, contain dissertations on Inn 
signs, and Remarks on Cluistian Names, with a 
copious INDEX of many thousand Names. These fea- 
tures render “ English Surnames ” rather anew work 
than a new edition. 

«A curious, ingenious, and amusing book, Mr. Lower 
brings considerable knowledge to bear, both in his 
gencral history of the use of Surnames in England, 


NDEX TO THE PEDIGREES 


and in his chapters on the different ways in which 
particular classes of names have originated from 
names of places. occupations, dignities, oflices, personal 
and mental qualities, &c.”—Spectator. 

“Mr. Lower has gone to work in the true spirit of 
antiquarian discovery, and a most amusing and in- 
structive book he has produced.”—Brighton Herald, 

“A curious work, and got up, moreoyer, with that 
commendable attention to paper and typography wluch 
is certain to make a book ‘tak the eye” ...... 
Mr. Lower has been ‘ at agreat feast of tanguages, 
and has stolen more than the ‘scraps.’ He both in- 
structs and entertains.’—John Bull. 


AND ARMS contained in the Heralds’ 


Visitations and other Genealogical Manuscripts in the British Museum. By 
R. Sims, of the Manuscript Department. 8vo, closely printed in double columns, cloth. Los. 


An indispensable work to those engaged in Genea- 
logical and Topographical pursuits, affording a ready 
clue tothe Pedigrees and Arms of nearly 40,000 of the 
Gentry of England, their Residences, &c. (distinguish- 
ine the different families of the same name in any 

5 a ae ; ce ee 
county), as recorded by the Heralds in their Visita- 
tions between the years 1528 to 1686. 


«This work will be very acceptable to all who have 
occasion to examine the MSS. alluded to, whether for 


study, amusement, or professionally; those who have 
experienced the toilsome labour of searching, with 
the help only of the existing very impertect Catalogues, 
can appreciate the perseverance and accurate exa- 
mination necessary to producesuch an Index as that 
just published by Mr. Sims; it will be an indispen- 
sable companion to the Library table of all students 
in genealogical pursuits, and those engaged in the 
History of Landed Property.” —Journai of drchwo- 
logical Institute for Sepiember, 1849. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


ROLL OF ARMS Or THE REIGN OF KING EDWARD II. 


Edited by Sir Harris Niconas; to which is added, an “Ordinary” of the Arms 


mentioned by Jos. Gwilt, Esq. 8v0, cloth. 4s. 6d. (original price 10s. 6d.) 
Papsr, 4to, cloth, 10s. (original price 21s.) 


ALENDAR OF KNIGHTS; 


Knights of the Garter, Thistle, Bath, 
from 1760 to 1828. By F. TownsenD, Windsor Herald. 


price 9s.) 


On Larez 


containing Lists of Knights Bachelors, British 
St. Patrick, the Guelphic and Ionian Orders, 


Post 8vo, cloth. 3s. (original 


A very useful volume for Genealogical and Biographical purposes. 


HE SLOGANS OR 


WAR-CRIES OF 


THE NORTH OF 


ENGLAND, by M. Atstasiz DennaM; with an Introduction on their Supposed 
Origin, by JoHn FENWICK; and Observations on Martial Mottoes, by W. Hyuron 


LONGSTAFFE. 


ENEALOGISTS’ 


Post 8vo, elegantly printed, with Coats of Arms, Seals, §e., sewed. 
MANUAL; or Guide to the various Public Records, 


6s. 6d. 


Registers, Wills, Printed Books, and other Documents necessary to be consulted in 


tracing a Pedigree. 


With particulars of the days and hours each Office or Registry is 


available, the charges made, the objects and dates of their Records, &. &ec.; the whole 
carefully compiled from Returns made expressly for this work ; together with other Tables 


and Calendars useful to the Antiquary, Topographer, and Conveyancer. 
CookE. Thick 12mo, cloth. 6s. (nearly reads) 
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ATES, 


LAYING CARDS.—Facts and Speculations on the History of Playing Cards in 
Europe. By W. A. Cuatro, author of the “History of Wood Engraving,” with 


Illustrations by J. JACKSON. 
coloured, cloth. £1.1s. 


“The inquiry into the origin and signification of the 
suits and their marks, and the heraldic, theological, 
and. political emblems pictured from time to time, in 
their changes, opens a new field of antiquarian interest ; 
and the perseverance with which Mr. Chatto has ex- 
plored it leaves little to be gleaned by his successors. 
The plates with which the volume is enriched add con- 
siderably to its value in this point of view. It is not 
to be denied that, take it altogether, it contains more 
matter than has ever before been collected in- one 
view upon the same subject. In spite of its faults, 


Svo, profusely illustrated with engravings, both plain and 


it is exceedingly amusing; and the most critical rea- 
der cannot fail to be entertained by the variety of 
curious outlying learning Mr. Chatto has somehow 
contrived to draw intothe investigations.”—Aélas. 

“ Indeed the entire production deserves our warmest 
approbation.”—Lit. Gaz. 

“A perfect fund of antiquarian research, and most 
interesting even to persons who never play at cards.” 
—Tait’s Mag. 

“A curious, entertaining and really learned book.” 


—Rambler. 


OLBEIN’S DANCE OF DEAT H, with an Historical and Literary 


Introduction, by an Antiquary. 


Square post 8vo, with 58 Hngravings, BEING THE 


MOST ACCURATE COPIES EVER EXECUTED OF THESE GEMS OF ART, and a frontispiece of an 
ancient bedstead at Aix-la-Chapelle, with a Dance of Death carved on it, engraved by 


Lairholt, cloth. 9s. 

“The designs are executed with a spirit and fidelity 
quite extraordinary.—They are indeed most truthful.” 
—Atheneum. 


“Ces 58 Planches de Schlotthauer sont dune ex- 
quise periection —Langloisp Lssui sur les Dances des 
Morts, 1852, 


ATALOGUE OF THE PRINTS which have been Engraved after 
Martin Heemskerck. By T. Kurricu, Librarian to the University of Cambridge. 


8vo, portrait, bds. 3s. 6d. 


((ATALOGUE OF PICTURES, composed chiefly by the most admired 


Masters of the Roman, Florentine, Parman, Bolognese, Venetian, Flemish, and 


French Schools ; with Descriptions and Critical Remarks. 


12mo, cloth. 5s. 
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By Rozert Fours, 8 vols. 


EMOIRS OF PAINTING, witha Chronological History of the Importation 
of Pictures by the Great Masters into England since the French Revolution. By 


W. BucHaAnan. 


2 vols. 8vo, bds., 7s. 6d. (original price £1. 6s.) 


ISTORY OF THE ORIGIN AND ESTABLISHMENT OF 
GOTHIC ARCHITECTURE, and an Inquiry into the mode of Painting upon and 
Staining Glass, as practised in the Heclesiastical Structures of the Middle Ages. By 


J.S. Hawxins, F.S.A. 


Royal 8vo, 11 plates, bds. 


4s. (original price 12s.) 


John Russell Smith, 36, Scho Square, London. 


Vopular Poetry, Tales, and Superstitions, 


HE NURSERY RHYMES OF ENGLAND, collected chiefly from 


Oral Tradition. 


Edited by J. O. HaLLiwE1t. 


The Fourta Epirion, enlarged, 


with 38 Designs, by W. B. Scort, Director of the School of Design, Newcastle-on- Tyne. 


12mo, illuminated cloth, gilt leaves. 


“TlIustrations! and here they are; clever pictures, 
which the three-year olds understand before their 
A, B, C, and which the fifty-three-year olds like almost 
as well as the threes.”—Literary Gazette. 

“We are pursuaded that the very rudest of these 
jingles, tales, and rhymes, possess a strong imagination 
nourishing power ; and that in infancy and early child- 


As. 6d. 


hood a sprinkling of ancient nursery lore is worth 
whole cartloads of the wise saws and modern instances 
which are now as duly and carefully concocted by ex- 
perienced littérateurs, into instructive tales for the 
spelling public, as are works of entertainmment for the 
reading public. The work is worthy of the attention 
of the popular antiquary.”—Tai’s Mag. 


PoPuLak RHYMES AND NURSERY TALES, with Historical 
Elucidations. By J. O.Hatiiweit. 12mo, cloth. 4s. 6d. 


This very interesting volume on the Traditional 
Literature of England, is divided into Nursery Anti- 
Paes Fireside Nursery Stories, Game Rhymes, 

phabet Rhymes, Riddie Rhymes, Nature Songs, 


Proverb Rhymes, Places, and Families, Superstition 
Rhymes, Custom Rhymes and Nursery Songs; a large 
number are here printed for the first time. It may be 
considered a sequel to the preceding article. 


LD SONGS AND BALLADS.—A Little Book of Songs and Ballads, 
gathered from Ancient Music Books, MS. and Printed, by I. F. Rimpavtr, 
LL.D., F.S.A., &c., elegantly printed in post 8vo, pp. 240, half morocco. 6s. 


“Dr. Rimbault has been at some pains to collect the words of the Songs which used to delight the 


Rustics of former times.”—Allas. 


ROBIN HOOD.—The Robin Hood Garlands and Ballads, with the Tale of “The 
Little Geste,” a Collection of all the Poems, Songs, and Ballads relating to this 
celebrated Yeoman; to which is prefixed his History, from Documents hitherto unrevised. 


By J. M. Gurcn, F.S.A. 


2 vols. 8vo, with numerous fine woodcuts, 
extra cloth. £1. 1s. (original price £1. 10s.) 


ge., by Fairholt, 


Two very handsome volumes, fit for the drawing-room table. 


ALLAD ROMANCES. By RB. H. Horns, Esq. Author of “Orion,” Se. 
12mo, pp. 248, cloth. 38. (original price 6s. 6d.) 


Containing the Noble Heart, a Bohemian Legend; 
the Monk of Swineshead Abbey, a ballad Chronicle 
of the death of King John; the three Knights of 
Camelott, a Fairy Tale; The Ballad of Delora, or the 
Passion of Andrea Como: Bedd Gelert, a Welsh Legend ; 
Ben Capstan, a Ballad of the Night Watch; the Hlfe 
of the Woodlands, a Child’s Story. 

“Pure fancy of the most abundant and picturesque 


Sit HUGH OF LINCOLN: 


description. Mr. Horne should write us more Fairy 
Tales; we know none to equal him since the days of 
Drayton and Herrick.”—Ezaminer. 


“The opening poem in this volume is a fine one, it 
is entitled the ‘Noble Heart,’ and not only in title 
but in treatment well imitates the style of Beaumont 
and Fletcher.“—Atheneum. 


or an Examination of a curious Tradition 


respecting the JEWS, with a Notice of the Popular Poetry connected with it. By 


the Rev. A. Humr, LL.D. 8vo. 2s. 


RSsaY ON THE ARCHAOLOGY 
PHRASES AND NURSERY RHYMES. By J. B. Kur. 


cloth. 4s. (original price 12s.) 


A work which has met with much abuse among the 
reviewers, but those who are fond of philological pur- 
suits will read it now it is to be had at so very mo- 
derate a price, and it really contains a good deal of 


ERRY TALES OF THE 


OF OUR POPULAR 


2 vols, 12mo, new 


gossiping matter. The author’s attempt is to explain 
every thing from the Dutch, which he believes was the 
same language as the Anglo-Saxon. 


WISE MEN OF GOTHAM. 


Edited by James OrcHARD HatLIwEtt, Esq, F.S.A. Post 8vo. 1s. 


These tales are supposed to have been composed in 
the early part of the sixteenth century, by Dr. Andrew 
Borde, the well-known progenitor of Merry Andrews. 


“Tn the time of Henry the Eighth, and after,” says 
Ant.-A-Wood, “it was accounted a book full of wit and 
mirth by scholars and gentlemen.” 


AINT PATRICK’S PURGATORY; an Essay on the Legends of Hell, 


Purgatory, and Paradise, current during the Middle Ages. 


M.A., F.S.A., &c. Post 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


“Tt must be observed that this is not a mere ac- 
count of St. Patrick’s Purgatory, but a complete 
history of the legends and superstitions relating to the 
subject, from the earliest times, rescued from old MSS. 
as well as from old printed books. Moreover, tt em- 
braces a singular chapter of literary history uitted 
by Warton and all former writers with whom we are 
acquainted; and we think we may add, that it forms 


By Tuomas WRi@ut, 


the best introduction to Dante that has yet been pub- 
lished.”—Literary Gazette. 

“This appears to be a curious and even amusing 
book on the singular subject of Purgatory, in which 
the idle and fearful dreams of superstition are shown 
to be first narrated as tales, and then applied as means 
of deduce the moral character of the age in which 
they prevailed.” —Spectator. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


TOBLE AND RENOWNED HISTORY OF GUY, EARL OF 
WARWICK, containing a Full and True Account of his many Famous and 
Valiant Actions. Royal 12mo, woodcuts, cloth. 4s. 6d. 


PHILOSOPHY OF WITCHCRAFT, (Chiefly with respect to Cases in Scot- 
land). By J. Mironett, and J. Dickiz. 12mo, cloth. 3s. (original price 6s.) 
A curious volume, and a fit companion to Sir W. Scott’s “Demonology and Witchcraft.” 


ACCOUNT OF THE TRIAL, CONFESSION, AND CON- 
DEMNATION of Six Witches at Maidstone, 1652; also the Trial and Execution 


of three others at Faversham, 1645. S8vo. Is. 
These Transactions are unnoticed by all Kentish historians. 


W ONDERFUL DISCOVERY OF THE WITCHCRAFTS OF 
MARGARET and PHILIP FLOWER, Daughters of Joan Flower, near Bever 
(Belvoir), executed at Lincoln, for confessing themselves Actors in the Destruction of 


Lord Rosse, Son of the Earl of Rutland, 1618. 8vo. Is. 
One of the most extraordinary cases of Witchcraft on record. 


3 rt V¢ Own Oe 
Btbltagraphp. 
BIBLIOTHECA MADRIGALIANA.—A Bibliographical Account of the 
Musical and Poetical Works published in England during the Sixteenth and Seven- 
teenth Centuries, under the Titles of Madrigals, Ballets, Ayres, Canzonets, &., &c. By 
Epwarp F. Rivsavtt, LL.D., F.S.A. 8vo, cloth. 5s. 
It records a class of books left undescribed by Ames, Catalogue of Lyrical Poetry of the age to which 
Herbert, and Dibdin, and furnishes a most valuable it refers. 
NHE MANUSCRIPT RARITIES OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
CAMBRIDGE. By J. O. Hantiwett, F.R.S. 8vo, bds. 38 (original price 
10s. 6d.) A companion to Hartshorne’s “Book Rarities” of the same University. 
SOME ACCOUNT OF THE POPULAR TRACTS, formerly in the 
Library of Captain Cox, of Coventry, A.D. 1575. By J.O. HattiwEw. 8vo, only 
50 printed, sewed. Is. 
NATALOGUE OF THE CONTENTS OF THE CODEX HOL- 
BROOKIANUS. (A Scientific MS.) By Dr. John Holbrook, Master of St. Peter’s 
College, Cambridge, 1418-1481). By J. O. HALLIWELL. 8vo. 1s, 

ACCOUNT OF THE VERNON MANUSCRIPT. A Volume of 
sf Early English Poetry, preserved in the Bodleian Library. By J. O. Hatiiwet1. 
8vo, only 50 printed. 1s. 

BIBLIOTHECA CANTIANA, A Bibliographical Account of what has been 

published on the History, Topography, Antiquities, Customs, and Family G 
of the Counry of Kent, with Biographical Notes. By Joun Russert same 
handsome 8vo volume, pp. 370, with two plates of facsimiles of Autographs of 33 eiiinand 
Kentish Writers. 5s. (original price 14s.)\-LarGE PapEr 10s. 6d. } 


liscellantes, 


NEW FACTS AND VERIFICATIONS OF ANCIENT BRI- 
TISH HISTORY. By the Rev. Buatz Poste. 8vo, with engravings, cloth. 


HOMAS SPROTT’S (a@ monk of Canterbury, circa 1280) Chronicle of Profane 

and Sacred History. Translated from the original MS., on 12 parchment skins, in 

the possession of Joseph Mayer, Esq., of Liverpool. By Dr. W. Betz. 4to half ) pan 

in morocco, accompamed with an exact Facsimile of the entire Codex, 87 feet long, in @ 
round morocco case, PRIVATELY PRINTED, very curious. £2. 2s. =f 


NONSTALL (Cuthbert, Bishop of Durham), Sermon preached on Palm Sunday, 


1539, before Henry VIII, reprint ; on 
, reprinted VERBATIM from the rare edition b 5 
1539. 12mo, Is. 6d. Si y Berthelet in 
An exceedingly interesting Sermon, at tl ce ; ow ee kai : 
made large extracts from it. ; 1e commencement of the Reformation, Strype in his Memorials has 


John Russell Smith, 86, Soho Square, London. 


APPENBERG’S HISTORY OF ENGLAND), under the Anglo-Saxon 


Kings. 

and Translator. 2 vols. 8vo, cloth. 12s. 
“ Of modern works I am most indebted to the History 
of England by Lappenberg, the use of which, more 
particularly in conjunction with the translation given 
ty Thorpe, and enriched by both those scholars, affords 


Translated by Bend. THORPE, with Additions and Corrections, by the Author 
(original price £1. 1s.) 


the best and surest guide in penetrating the labyrinth 
of early English History.”—“ Konig Aelfred und seine 
Stelle in der Geschichte Englands, von Dr. Reinold 
Pauli.”—Berlin, 1851. 


LETTERS OF THE KINGS OF ENGLAND, now jirst collected from 


the originals in Royal Archives, and from other authentic sources, private as well as 


public. 


Edited with Historical Introduction and Notes, by J. O. Hattiwett. 


Two 


HANDSOME VOLUMES, post 8vo, with portraits of Henry VIII and Charles I, cloth. 8s. 


(original price £1 Is.) 

Thesé volumes form a good companion to Ellis’s 
Original Letters. 

The collection comprises for the first time the love 
letters of Henry the VIII. toAnne Boleyn inacom- 
plete form, which may be regarded perhaps as the 
most singular documents of the kind that have de- 
scended to our times; the series of letters of Hd- 
ward VI will be found very interesting specimens of 
composition; some of the letters of James I, hitherto 
unpublished, throw light on the murder of Overbury, 
ani} prove beyond a dowbt the King was implicated 
in itin some extraordinary and unpleasant way: but 


his letters to the Duke of Buckingham are of the most 
singular nature; only imagine a letter from a so 
vereign to his prime minister commencing thus; “My 
own sweet and dear child, blessing, blessing, blessing 
on thy heart-roots and all thine.” Prince Charles and 
the Duke of Buckingham’s Journey into Spain has 
never been before so fully illustrated as it is by th 

documents given in this work, which also includes the 
very curious letters from the Duke and Duchess of 
Buckingham to James I. Forming an essential com 

panion to every History of England, 


\ ALES.—Rovat Visits anp Progressrs To Wats, and the Border Counties 
of CHESHIRE, SaLop, HEREFORD, and Monmovts, from Julius Cesar, to Queen 


Victoria, including a succinct History of the Country and 


ad People. particularly of 
1d People, particularly of the lead- 


ing Families who Fought during the Civil Wars of Charles I., the latter from MSS. never 


before published. By Epwarp Parry. 


engravings, and fine portrait of the Queen, cloth. 


HISTORICAL 


a : 

HUN TER’S (Rev. Joseph) 

TRACTS. Post 8vo. 2s. 6d. each. 

T. Agincourt; a contribution, towards an authentic 

List of the Commanders of the English Host in King 

Henry the Fifth’s Expedition. 

TL. Collections concerning the Founders of New 

Plymouth, the first Colonists of New England. 


RCHERY. 


bilities of Attainment. 


A handsome 4to volume, with many wood 


£1. Is. 


AND CRITICAL 


Ill. Milton; a sheaf of Gleanings after his Bio- 
graphers and Annotators. 

IV. The Ballad Hero, “Robin Hood,” his period, 
real character, &c., investigated, and, perhaps, ascer- 
tained. 


The Science of Archery, shewing its affinity to Heraldry, and capa- 
By A. P. Harrison. 


8vo, sewed. Is. 


[ELUSTRATIONS OF HATING, displaying the Omnivorous Character of 


Man, and exhibiting the Natives of various Countries at feeding-time. 


Hater. Fcap. 8vo, with woodcuts. 2s. 


By a Burr- 


LEMENTS OF NAVAL ARCHITECTURE; being a Translation of 


the Third Part of Clairbois’s “ Traité Elémentaire de la Construction des Vaisseaux.” 
By J. N. Straner, Commander, R.N. 8vo, with five large folding plates, cloth. 5s. 
ECTURES ON NAVAL ARCHITECTURE ; being the Substance of 


those delivered at the United Service Institution. By E. Garpiner Fisupourne 
? 


Commander, R.N. 8vo, plates, cloth. 


5s. 6d. 


Both these works are published in illustration of the “ Wave System.” 


NEW YORK IN THE YEAR 1695, with Plans of the City and Forts as 


they then existed. 
2s. 6d. (original price 4s. 6d.) 


By the Rev. Joun MILER. 


Now first printed. 8vo, bds. 


HOUGHTS IN VERSE FOR THE AFFLICTED. ByaCounrry 


CuRATE. Square 12mo, sewed. 1s. 


OEMS, partly of Rural Life, in National English. By the Rev. Witt1am Barnes, 


author of ‘‘ Poems in the Dorset Dialect.” 


AY AIFS AND STRAYS. A Collection of Poetry. 


chiefly for presents, sewed. 1s. 6d. 


12mo, cloth. 5s. 


12mo, only 250 printed, 


IRROUR OF JUSTICES, written originally in the old French, long before 


the Conquest, and many things added by AnpREW Horne, 
12mo, cloth. 2s. 


A curious, interesting, aud authentic treatise on ancient English Law. 


Houaurs, of Gray’s Inn. 


Translated by W. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sold by 


a 


(CONTRIBUTIONS TO LITERATURE 


HISTORICAL, AN- 


TIQUARIAN, and METRICAL. By Marx Antony Lower, M.A., F.8.A., 


Author of “ Essays on English Surnames, 


woodcuts, cloth. 7s 6d 


” “Curiosities of Heraldry,” &. Post 8vo, 


ConTENTS, 


1 On Local Nomenclature. 
9° 


2 On the Battle of Hastings, an Historical Essay: 


3 The Lord Dacre, his mournful end; a Ballad. 

4 Historical and Archeological Memoir on the Iron Works of the South 
of England, with numerous illustrations. 

5 Winchelsea’s Deliverance, or the Stout Abbot of Battayle; in Three Fyttes, 

6 The South Downs, a Sketch ; Historical, Anecdotical, and Descriptive. 


7 On Yew Trees in Church-yards. 


8 A Lyttel Geste of a Greate Hele; a pleasaunt Ballade. 


9 A Discourse of Genealogy. 


10 An Antiquarian Pilgrimage in Normandy, with woodcuts. 


11 Miscellanea, &c. &e. &e. 


There is a good deal of quaint and pleasing 
reading in this volume. Mr. Lower’s jokes are 
of the oldest—as befits the pleasantries of an an- 
tiquary,—but, on the whole, we seldom meet with 
more readable antiquarian essays than these. Most 
of them have been printed elsewhere. One, on the 
South Downs, contains the best of the new matter. 
The author is at home on the wide expanse of these 
ehalk ranges. He speaks with knowledge of the 
picturesque villages enclosed in their secluded 
nooks,—of the folk-lore and legends of old days 
which still abound amongst the sequestered inhabi- 
tants, and of the historical associations which render 
celebrated many spots otherwise of little interest.— 
Atheneum. 

Most of the papers in this volume have already 
appeared in periodicals, and in the Collections of 


the Sussex Archzeological Society. They are well 
worthy of being printed in a collected form. The 
account of the Battle of Hastings and the memoir 
on the Southern Iron Works contain matter of his- 
torical value, in addition to their local interest in 
eonnexion with the topography and archeology of 
Sussex. Among the papers now printed for the first 
time that on the South Downs is the most important, 
and wil] be read with much interest, both for the 
information it contains and the pleasing style in 
which it is written. There are some charming de- 
scriptions of scenery, and acceptable notices of the 
history, traditions, and customs of the district. 
Among the minor contributions in the volume, the 
paper on Local Nomenclature is full of valuable 
suggestions. Altogether it is a volume of very 
agreeable and instructive reading. — Lit. Gaz. 


FIANDBOOK to the LIBRARY of the BRITISH MUSEUM, 


containing a brief History of its Formation, and of the various Collections of 
which it is composed; Descriptions of the Catalogues in present use; Classed Lists of 
the Manuscripts, &c.; and a variety of Information indispensable for the “ Readers” 


at that Institution ; with some Account of 


the principal Public Libraries in London. 


By Richarp Sis, of the Department of Manuscripts, Compiler of the “Index to 


the Heralds’ Visitations.” 


It will be found a very useful work to every 


literary person or public institution in all parts of 
the world. 


_ _ What Mr. Antonio Panizzi, the keeper of the 
department of printed books, says might be done. 
Mr. Richard Sims, of the department of the manu- 
scripts, says shall be done. His Hand-book to the 


at 


Small 8vo, pp. 438, with map and plan, cloth. 5s 


Library of the British Museum is a very compre- 
hensive and instructive volume. I have the sixtieth 
edition of “Synopsis of the Contents of the British 
Museum” before me—I cannot expect to see a six- 
tieth edition of the Hand-book, but it deserves to be 
placed by the side of the Synopsis, and I venture to 
predict for it a wide circulation.—My. Bolton 
Corney,in Notes and Queries, No. 213. 


GRAMMAR of BRITISH HERALDRY, consisting of ‘ Blazon” 


and “ Marshalling,” with an Introduction on the Rise and Progress of Symbols 


and Ensigns. Bythe Rev. W. SLoaNe Evans, B.A. 8vo, with 26 plates, comprising 


upwards of 400 figures, cloth. 5s. 


One of the best introduetions ever published. 


A 


isq., of the Middle Temple. 


A 


1632. By the Rey. ALexanpER Dyon. 


Mr. Dyce’s Notes are peculiarly delightful, from 
the stores of illustration with which his extensive 
reading not only among our writers, but among those 
of other countries, especially of the Italian poets, 


8vo, sewed. 


PLEA FOR THE ANTIQUITY OF HERALDRY, with an 


Attempt to Expound its Theory and Elucidate its History. By W. Smiru Extis 
ls 6d 


FEW NOTES ON SHAKESPEARE, with Occasional Remarks on 


the Emendations of the Manuscript-Corrector in Mr. Collier's copy of the folio, 
8vo, cloth. 5s 


has enabled him to enrich them. All that he has 
recorded is valuable. j 
with pleasure and close t with regret.—Literary 
Gazetie. : 


We read his little volume 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


FEW WORDS IN REPLY TO MR. DYCE’S “ FEW NOTES 


ON SHAKESPEARE.” 


By the Rev. Josrrpu Hunrzr. 


8vo, sewed, 18 


Puk GRIMALDI SHAKESPEARE.—notes and mendations on the 
Plays of Shakespeare from a recently-discovered annotated copy by the late 


JOSEPH GRIMALDI, Esq., Comedian. 


8vo, cuts. 1s 


A humourous Squib on the late Shakespeare Emendations. 


HAKESPEARE’S VERSIFICATION and its apparent Irregularities 

explained by Examples from early and late English Writers. By the late 

Wittram Sipney Watxer, formerly Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge; edited 
by W. Nanson Lerrsom, Esq. Fep. 8vo, cloth. 6s. 


A 


PHILOLOGICAL GRAMMAR, grounded upon English, and formed 


from a comparison of more than Sixty Languages. 


Being an Introduction 


to the Science of Grammars of all Languages, especially English, Latin, and Greek. 
By the Rev. W. Barnzs, B.D., of St. John’s College, Cambridge. Author of “ Poems 


in the Dorset Dialect,” “ Anglo Saxon Delectus,” &e. 


8vo, pp. 322, cloth. 9s 


im BOBBIN’S LANCASHIRE DIALECT, with his Rhymes and 


an enlarged Glossary of Words and Phrases, used by the Rural Population of 


South Lancashire. 


By Samvuen BamrorpD. 


RITANNIC RESEARCHES: 


12mo, the second edition, cloth, 3s 6d 


or, New Facts and Rectifications of 


Ancient British History. By the Rev. BraLEe Posts, M.A. 8vo, (pp. 448) 


15s 


The author of this volume may justly claim 
credit for considerable learning, great industry, 
and, above all, strong faith in the interest and im- 
portance of his subject. . . . . . On-various 
points he has given us additional information and 
afforded us new views, for which we are bound to 
thank him. The body of the book is followed by a 
very complete index, so as to render reference to 
any part of it easy : this was the more necessary on 
account of the multifariousness of the topics 
treated, the variety of persons mentioned, and the 
many works quoted.— 4theneum, Oct. 8, 1853. 

The Rev. Beale Poste has long been known to 
antiquaries as one of the best read of all those who 
have elucidated the earliest annals of this country. 
He is a practical man, has investigated for himself 
monuments and manuscripts, and we have in the 
above-named volume the fruits of many years’ pa- 


with engravings, cloth. 


tient study. The objects which will occupy tne 
attention of the reader are—1. The political position 
of the principal British powers before the Roman 
conquest—under the Roman dominion, and strug- 
gling unsuccessfully against the Anglo-Saxon race; 
2. The geography of Ancient Britain; 3. An inves- 
tigaticn of the Ancient British Historians, Gildas 
and Nennius, and the more obscure British chroni- 
clers; 4. The ancient stone monuments of the Celtic 
period; and, lastly, some curious and interesting 
notices of the early British church. Mr. Poste has 
not touched on subjects which have received much. 
attention from others, save in cases where he had 
something new to offer, and the volume must be 
regarded,-therefore, as an entirely new collection of 
discoveries and deductions tending to throw light 
on the darkest as well as the earliest portion of our 
national history.—Aélas. 


OINS OF CUNOBELINE and of the ANCIENT BRITONS. 
By the Rev. Beatz Postx, B.C.L. 8vo, plates, and many woodcuts, cloth (only 


40 printed). £1. 8s 


BABONIA ANGLIA CONCENTRATA ; or a Concentration of all 


the Baronies called Baronies in Fee, deriving their Origin from Writ of Sum- 


mons, and not from any specific Limited Creation, showing the Descent and Line of 
Heirship, as well as those Families mentioned by Sir William Dudgale, as of those 
whom that celebrated author has omitted to notice; interspersed with Interesting Notices 
and Explanatory Remarks. Whereto is added the Proofs of Parliamentary Sitting 
from the Reign of Edward I to Queen Anne; also a Glossary of Dormant English, 
Scotch, and Irish Peerage Titles, with references to presumed existing Heirs. By Sir 
T. OC. Banks. 2 vols. 4to, cloth. £38.3s NOW OFFERED FOR 15s 


A book of great research by the well-known au- to his former works. Vol. ii, pp, 210-300, containg 
thor of the “Dormant and Extinct Peerage,” and an Historical Account of the first settlement of 
other heraldic and historical works. Thosefondof | Nova Scotia, and the foundation of the Order of 
genealogical pursuits ought to secure a copy while Nova Scotia Baronets, distinguishing those who 
it isso cheap. It may be considered aSupplement had seisin of lands there. 


Valuable and Interesting Books, Published or Sotd by 


FETROSPECTIVE REVIEW = (New Series) ; consisting of Criticisms 
upon, Analysis of, and Extracts from curious, useful, valuable, and scarce Old 
Books. Vol. 1, 8vo, pp. 486, cloth. 10s 6d 


*,* Published Quarterly at 2s. 6d. each Number.—No. VII is published this day. 


ConrTEeNTS OF No. V. 


1 Sir William Davenant, Poet Laureate and Dramatist, 1673. 
2 Cooke’s ‘‘ Poor Man’s Case,” 1648. 


3 Old English Letter-writing ; 


Angel Day’s English Secretary, 1592; 


W. Fulwood’s Enemy of Idlenesse. 
4, The Old Practice of Gardening ; Thos. Hyll’s Briefe and Pleasaunt 


Treatise, 1563. 


5 English Political Songs and Satires, from King John to George I. 

6 Medieval Travellers in the Holy Land. 

7 The Athenian Letters, by Lord Hardwicke and others. 

8 The Writings of Wace the Trouvére. 

Anecpota Lirsranra.—Pepy’s Directions for the Disposition of 
his Library; A Legendary Poem of the 15th Century, the Story 
laid at Falmouth, in Cornwall: both now first printed. 


Contents oF No. VI. 


1 Drayton’s Polyolbion. 


2 Penn’s No Cross No Crown. 


8 Lambarde’s Perambulation of Kent. 
4, Philosophy of the Table in the Time of Charles 1, 


5 Russia under Peter the Great. 


6 Life and Works of Leland, the Antiquary. 


7 The Decay of Good Manners. 


8 Stephen’s Essayes and Characters, 1615. 
AnzcpoTa Litzrarta.—The Child of Bristow, a Metrical Legend. 


Now first printed. 


The title of this Review explains its objects. It 
is intended to supply a place unfilled in our periodi- 
cal literature, and this first number is very satis- 
factory. The papers are varied and interesting, not 
overlaid by the display of too much learning for the 
general reader, but showing sufficient research and 
industry on the part of the writers to distinguish 
the articles from mere ephemeral reviews of passing 
publications. j 
“It is our design to select, from the vast field of the 
literature of the past, subjects which are most likely 


In the prospectus the editor says ~ 


to interest modern readers; we shall lay before them 
from time to time, essays on various branches of 
the literature of former days, English or foreign; 
we shall give accounts of rare and curious books ; 
point out and bring forwardbeauties from forgotten 
authors ; and tell the knowledge and opinions of 
other days.” The design is well carried out in this 
number, and will, no doubt, be further developed as 
the work advances. It isto be published quarterly, 
at a very moderate price, and will, we have no doubt, 
prove a successful undertaking.— 4élas. 


DEMAINS OF PAGAN SAXONDOM, principally from Tumuli in 


England. Drawn from the Originals. 


Described and Illustrated by JoHN 


Yonge AKERMAN, Fellow and Secretary of the Society of Antiquaries, 4to, parts 


1to9. 2s 6d each (Pt. 10 in the press), 


The plates are admirably executed by Mr. Basire, and coloured under the direction of the Author. 


Itis a work well worthy the notice of the Archeologist. 


Ay ILTSHIRE TALES, inustrative of the Manners, Customs, and Dialect 


of that and Adjoining Counties. By Joun Yonez AKERMAN. 12mo, cloth. 2s 6d 


We will conclude with a simple, but hearty re- 
commendation of a little book whieh is as humour- 
ous, for the drolleries of the stories, as it is in- 
teresting as a picture of rustic manners.—TZallis’s 
Weekly Paper. 

Mr. Akerman’s WiLtTsHrRE TALES embody 
most of the provincialisms peculiar to this county 
and the districts of other counties lying on its 
northern borders, and possess the additional recom- 


mendation of preserving the old songs (and the airs 
to which they are sung), which are still to be heard 
at most harvest homes and other merry makings, — 
the well-known “Here’s a health to our meester,” 
and a “A pie upon the pear tree top” among the 
rest. Both to the philologist, therefore, and to the 
general reader, the book is an interesting one.— 
Salisbury and Winchester Journal. 


HESTORY AND ANTIQUITIES OF THE TOWN OF 


MARLBOROUGH, and more generally of the entire Hundred of Selkley in 
Wiltshire. By James WayuEn, Esq. Thick 8yo, woodcuts, cloth. 14s 


This volume describes a portion of Wilts not occupied by Sir R. C. Hoare and other topographers. 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


GIGILLA ECCLESIA HIBERNICH ILLUSTRATA. ‘The 


Episcopal and Capitular Seals of the Irish Cathedral Churches illustrated. By 
RICHARD CAULFIELD, A.B. 8vo. Part I—Casuxnn and EMLy, with 12 engravings, 
sewed. 1s 6d 


UJ ESTER JOURNAL OF ARCHAIOLOGY : conducted under the 

superintendence of a Committee of Archeologists at Belfast. Handsomely 
printed in 4to, with engravings. Published quarterly. Annual Subscription, 12s. 
(Not sold in single Nos.) Nos. 1 to 5 are ready. 


DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE OF THE COLLECTION OF 

ANTIQUITIRES, and other Objects Tlustrative of Irish History, exhibited in 
the Belfast Museum, at the Meeting of the British Association, Sep. 1852, with 
Antiquarian Notes. 8vo, sewed. 1s 6d 


A NTIQUITIES OF SHROPSHIRE. By the Rey. R. W. Evron; 
= Rector of Ryton. Royal 8vo, with plates. Parts Ito III. 5s each. Pub- 
lished Quarterly. 


The Work will extend at least to five volumes or withdraw his name after the publication of any 
twenty parts. Any subscriber will be at liberty te fourth part or completed volume. 


NTIQUITIES OF THE BOROUGH OF LEEDS, ceseribea 
and illustrated. By James WaARDELL, Esq. 8vo, 16 plates, mostly colowred. 
7s 6d—Larce Parer. 12s 


HISTORICAL ACCOUNT OF THE CISTERCIAN ABBEY 

of SALLEY, in Craven, Yorkshire, its Foundation and Benefactors, Abbots, 
Possessions, Compotus, and Dissolution, and its existing Remains. Edited by 
J. Hartanp. Royal 8vo, 12 plates, cloth. 4s 6d 


A DESCRIPTIVE ACCOUNT OF LIVERPOOL, as it was during 
the last Quarter of the Eighteenth Century, 1775—1800. By Ricuarp 

Brooke, Hsq., F.S.A. A handsome vol. Royal 8vo, with illustrations, cloth. £1. 5s 

In addition to information relative to the Public lished, respecting the Pursuits, Habits, and Amuse- 
Buildings, Statistics, and Commerce of the Town, ments of the Inhabitants of Liverpool during that 
the Work coutains some curious and interesting period, with Views of its Public Edifices. 
particulars, which have never been previously pub- 


A GUIDE TO LYNTON AND PLACES ADJACENT, IN 
NORTH DEVON, including Ilfracombe. By 'T. H. Coorzr. 12mo, 5 plates, 
and Map of North Devon, cloth. 3s 6d 


PUSTORY OF GREAT YARMOUTH, containing the Origin, Foun- 


dation, and History of that Ancient Borough ; and an Account of its Govern- 
ment, Incorporation, Liberties, and Franchises; with a Description of the Public 
Buildings, Churches, Convents, and other Religious Honses of the Middle Ages, &c. 
Compiled by Henry Mansuip, Town Clerk temp. Queen Elizabeth. Bdited by 
Cuartes JoHN Parmer, F.S.A. Thick vol., post 4to, pp. 456, with 11 illustrations, 
half bound. £1. 1s 


A 8CHAOLOGICAL MINE, a Magazine in which will be comprised 


the History of Kent, founded on the basis of Hasted. By A. J. Dunxiy. 8vo, 
Parts 1 to 12. Published Monthly. 8d each. 


DTD UNCUMB'S (Rev. John) HISTORY AND ANTIQUITIES 


LW 
of the County of Hereford. 2 vols. 4to, portraits and plates, new, in boards. 


£1. As Hereford, 1804-12 
This is the only History of the County published. Volume, which are wanting in all the Subscribers’ 
This copy contains five additional sheets (the Hun- copies. 


dred of Greytree) and the Index to the Second 


John Russell Smith, 36, Soho Square, London. 


if ISTORY OF OREGON AND CALIFORNIA and the other 


_ . Lerritories on the North West Coast of America, accompanied by a Geogra- 
phical View and Map and a number of Proofs and Illustrations of the History. By 
KopErtT GREENHOW, Librarian of the Department of State of the United States. 


(nearly ready). 


Its title vouches that Christmastide is germame to 
the time. Mr. Sandys has brought together, in an 
octavo of some 300 pages, a great deal of often 
interesting information, beyond the stale gossip 
about ‘‘Clristmas in the olden time,” and the 
threadbare make-believes of jollity and geniality 
which furnish forth most books on the subject. His 
carols too, which include some in old French and 


, 


J. D. Bravienac, Architecte. 


£5. 5s 


A description of remains discovered. in the sites 
of ancient cities and temples in Peru, those objects 
which arrested the attention and excited the won- 
der of the philosophic Humboldt, when investi- 
gating the physical features of that remarkable 
country. The illustrative plates, executed at 
Vienna, from the drawings of the Artist, are among 
the marvels of lithography. They comprise repre- 
sentations of mummified bodies, prepared in the 
manner peculiar to the Peruvians, vases of gro- 


COLOURED PLATES, bds. 


les Danses des Morts. 


sewed, 18s. 


Weg 


dixiéme siécle dans les anciens éveches de GeNEVE, LAUSANNE et SION. 
One vol. 8vo, pp. 450, and 37 plates, and a 4to Atlas 
of 82 plates of Architecture, Sculpture, Frescoes, Reliquaries, &c. ge. £2.10s 


A VERY REMARKABLE BOOK, AND WORTH THE NOTICE OF THE ARCHITECT, 
THE ARCHEOLOGIST, AND THE ARTIST. 


(SOPENHAGEN—THE TRAVELLER’S HANDBOOK TO 
COPENHAGEN and its Environs. 
of Sealand, Plan of Copenhagen, and Views. 


ANTIGUEDADES PERUANAS, por Martano Epvarpo pg Rivero, 


Director del Museo Nacional de Lima, y Dr. Juan Dinco pz Tscouups 
(author of Travels in Peru). Ato, pp. 842, with woodcuts, and folio volume of 


By ANGLICANUS. 


V/ OYAGES, Relations, et Memoires originaux pour servir a l’Histoire de 
la Decouverte de l’Amerique, publiés pour la premiére fois en Frangais. 
1. Ternavx-Compans. 20 vols. 8vo, both Series, and complete. 


A valualle collection of early voyages and relations on South America; also translations of unpublished 
Spanish MS8,, principally relating to Old and New Mexico. 


Thick 8vo, LARGE Map, cloth. 6s (pub. at 16s) 


FUISTORY OF ANGLING LITERATURE, and on Matters con- 


nected with Fish and Fishers from the earliest period, to which is added a 
General Bibliography of Books on Angling. By an Anater. Fep. 8vo, cloth. 5s 


HRISTMASTIDE, its History, Festivities, and Carols. By Wittiam 
Sanpys, Hsq., F.S.A., in one handsome vol. 
ENGRAVINGS AFTER THE DESIGNS OF J. STEPHANOFF, cloth. 14s 


8vo, ILLUSTRATED WITH 20 


Proveneal, are selected from numerous sources, and 
comprise many of the less known, and more worth 
knowing. His materials are presented with good 
feeling and mastery of his theme, and for excellent 
taste and appropriateness in binding, without ex- 
treme costliness, the book is a model. On the 
whole, the volume deserves, and should anticipate, 
a welcome.—Sypectator. 


JUST IMPORTED. 
PUISTOIRE DE L?ARCHITECTURE SACREE anu quatritme au 


Par 


12mo, with large Map 
12mo, cloth. 8s 


tesque form and characteristic idols in terra cotta and 
the precious metals, textile fabrics, weapons of a 
very remote period, and view of temples and build- 
ings, which, for symmetry and beauty, may vie with 
those of Greece and Asia Minor in the dawn of 
civilisation, all executed with a spirit and_truthful- 
ness unsurpassed by any work of the kind that has 
come under our notice.—Literary Gazette, Jan. 8, 
1858. 


RySssal HISTORIQUE PHILOSOPHIQUE et Pittoresque sur 
; Par E. H. Lanenois ; suivi d’une Lettre de Leber, et 
une note de Depping sur le méme sujet, publié par Pottier et Baudry, 2 vols, royal 8vo, 
with 54 plates of Death's Dance of various ages, also many vigneties, sewed, £1. 1s 


A ROMAINE, ov HISTOIRE, LANGUE, LITTERATURE, 
OROGRAPHIE, statistique des Peuples de la Langue d’Or, Adrialiens, Val- 
laques, et Moldaves, resumés sous le nom de Romans. Par J. A. VAILLANT, 3 vols, 8vo 


Par 
Sewed, £3. 10s 
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